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PREFACE 


T# E following remarks were dracon up, 
in ſubſtance, Joen after the publication of 
that work which 7s the ſubjef of them. The 
author had then neither health nor leiſure 4 
fit them for the preſs ; and was under leſs 
trouble about it, when he found that the ar- 
gument was undertaken by others, of whoſe 
learning and experience he had a better ofi- 
mon than of his own. But a new edition of © 
his Anſwer to an Eſſay on Spirit baving 
been called for, they are now pudliſted as a 
continuation of the fame controverſy. The 
Confeſſional is little more than a ſequel to the 
Eſſay on Spirit; and we may judge by the 


excellent things which the author has pro- 


claimed in favour of the late biſhop Clayton, 
and that Eſſay, he will not be offended with 


me for putting him into the ſame clajs with 
hrs fellow-labourer. 


T wouid not be thought ſo much as to in ſi- 
nuate by this publication, that the Confeſſi- 
onal rs not fairly and fully refuted in thoſe 
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Three Letters which have been addreſſed to its 


author by a judicious hand : notwithſtanding 
all that ſatire, flaſh, and affected ſupermrity, 


with which the Letter- writer 7s aſſaulted i in 
the Occaſional Remarks, which every im- 

partial reader, who has the leaſt knowledge 
of the world, will eaſily underſtand. Nor is 


it difficult to fee, that the Confeſſional, and 


thoſe Remarks, are the work of the ſame per- 
ſon : for men are known by the caſt of their 


metaphors, and the temperature of their ex- 


preſſions, as effeflually as by the turn of 


their features, and the Feats of their Hand- 
Writing. 


But there are readers who wil ſearcely be 
at the pains to follow the argument to fuch a 
length : as there are doubtleſs ſome admirers 
of” the Confeſſional, who have not had pati- 


_ ence to attend their guide through all the 
multifarious doublings and turnings of his 
hiſtorical libel, Therefore I thought it might 


be of uſe to go at once to the roots of the ar- 


gumenl, ond attempt to ſhew the author's Þ 
miſtakes in a ſmaller compaſs : for if tis Þ 
principles are agreeable neither to ſcripture, - 
nor. reaſon, nor the univerſal practice of 

cher Mians 1 in all ages ; Searrilous anecdotes, 
| and 
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and ſeraps of 22 pointed * the 
church and churchmen with all the art the 


author is maſter of, and more invectives than 


any dictionary can ſupply him with, wil! 


never compenſate for ſuch a defect ; but in the 


opinion of judges who are under the TO pre- 
JAE with Him Vell. 


They who attend to the humours and prac- 
tices of mankind, may diſtinguiſh truth from 


error without much reading, by obſerving the 


motions of the reſtleſs part of the community 
on different occaſions. When the Confeſſional 


comes abroad, reports are inſtantly ſpread far 


and wide, of a famous, learned, acute, unan- 


fwerable work, by an able, dignified, candid, 


ſagacious, naſterly, incomparable writer. 
Pampbleteers, reviewers, and news-Writers 


proclaim his merits, and the coffee-houſes ring 


with his conqueſts. The whole bench of 


biſhops are inſulted, and the advocates of the 
church fneered at as mercenaries, and held in 
defiance ! Such is the publick entry of a work 
againſt orthodoxy and uniformity. And ſuch 


it hath been in time paſt. The book called 
the Rights of the Chriſtian Church, which 


was intended to prove that the C hr i/tian Church 
hath no rights at all, but is merely the cre- 
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ation of the civil power, vas uſhered in with 
the ſame popular acclamation: a circumſßance 
' deſcribed by an ingenious hand in ſuch tively 

terms, as will not be unacceptable ts: the 

learned reader.—Prodiit haud ita pridem e 
Sociniſtarum cœno, famoſus quidem li- 
bellus, &c,—Et tamen hic ipſe liber, qui 
tot undique abſurda, tot impietates, tot 
f denique blaſphemias continet, mirum in 
modum omnium libertinorum teritur ma- 
nibus: ab omnibus rapitur, adamatur. 
Hic magnificè cxultant et triumphant So- 
ciniſte ; palam vociferantur clericorum 
cauſam hoc uno libro penitus confoſſam 
jacere: nihil eſſe ſani, nihil ſolidi, quod 


vel acutiſſimi theologi Herculeis hiſce ar- 


gumentis reponant *. 


On the contrary, when a work of 'the other 
& t makes ils appearance, ſuch, for example, 


* This paſſage is extracted from ; Habe his 
Diiſſertatio proemialis, prefixed to his edition of 
Chry ſoſtom de Sacerdotio. It comprehends an au- 
thentic deſcription and vindication of the primiti 7 
conſtitution of the Chriſtian church ; well worth the 
diligent peruſal of younger ſtudents in divinity; 
who may alſo read it with advantage as an elegant 


piece of Latin. 
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24, The Catholic Doctrine of the Trinity; 
you bear any thing of its author, you bear, 
in the firſt place, every thing that can be ſaid, 
trueiy or falſely, to his diſadvantage. Re- 

tatlers of literary intelligence depreciate his 
work as not worth reading ; the news-papers 
rail at him, under the contemptuous appel- 
lation of one William Jones; and the 
Arian party do not undertake to write againſt 
bis book in form, you are aſſured there can be 
no reaſon for their filence, but the wildneſs 
of the compoſition, and the weakneſs of the 
argument. Thus the book fleals as it were 
into the world, creeping by degrees from one 
Hand to another, as if there were treaſon in 
it, and making its way ſlowly to a third and 
fourth edition, with no helps from public at- 
teſtation, and againſt all the obſtructions of 
clamour and ill report; as chriſtianity pre- 
vailed in former times againſt the univerſal 
obioguy of Romans, Greeks, Jews, and Bar- 
barians. So wiſe and active are ſome men in 
their generation; and they who are once 
aware of it, will not eaſily be carried away 


with every wind of common fame, or common 
defamation. 


I had 
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PREFACE. 


| I had ſome thoughts of following the anther | 
8 e the Confeſſional in his capacity of a Cri- 
= tic, and exhibiting ſome examples of” the par- 
tiality with which he makes his report of 
books, writers, and controverſies. In this 
| age, *vhen the talents of ſo many are un- 
| happily drowned in a fort of (mall reading, 
jrom which no juſt principles of divinity, or 
literature can be extracted, men are guided 
_ by names more than things: whence it comes 
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| I 
| to paſs, that characters are ſaleable commo- 
Ll dities, and conſequently very apt to be ſo— 
i phiflicated. 1 was unwilling to draw out 4 
# theſe remarks to a greater Jeagthy otherwiſe, 7 


I think, it might have been eaſy enough to ſhew 

= how little ſubmiſſion is due to his literary deci- 

1 ſions. However, that I may not ſeem to throw 
| 
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_ out an unſupported aſſertion, 1 ſhall fix upon 
the character of Dr. Sykes, to whoſe abilities 
e gives his teſtimony in very exalted language. 
There are a ſet of diſputants who are diſtin- 
guiſbed as the ſons of truth and .liberty- 
Wi worthies, whoſe ſervices, under all difad- 
1 | |  vantages, have been fo great an honour 
it and ornament to the church *. Un this 


i claſs of worthies we find Dr. Sykes, vo 
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undertook to hold up the credit of Arian ſub- 
(cription, in anſwer to Dr. Waterland. He 


is farther ornamented with the honourable 


titles of an acute writer—this ingenious 


perſon— the ingenious author of the Caſe *. 
Me hall ſee how juſtly Dr. SyKes z is celebrated 


for his a\uteneſs and ingenuity, if We Venture 


to take a nearer view of-him, I. as a rea- 


ſoner, 2. as a writer, and 4. as an hiſto- 


ries , or relater of Jah: 


ben Dr. Waterland had chars ed the 


Arian party with fraud ond prevarication 


in ſubſcribing Trinitarian articles; his ad- 


verſaries endeavoured to recriminate, ac- 


cuſing the orthodox clergy with ſubſcribing 


Calviniſtical articles, although they were 
well known to diſſent from Calvin's doctrine. 


Dr. Waterland clears the orthodox, by ſhew- 


ing that the articles of the church of Eng- 
land were purpofely framed to a neutral. 


ſenſe ; ; neither affirming nor denying Calvin's 
duoctrine, that offence might be taken by nei- 


ther party; and he affirms it to have been 
* abundantly proved, that the articles are 


NoT CALVINISTICAL.” Here Dr. Sykes 


* Confeſl. p. 186, 190. 


along. <3; * 
— — 


changes 


3 ee r and 
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changes the flate of the queſtion, and declares 
Waterland not 79 have been convinced of bis 
own proofs of the ANTICALvINISM of the 
articles *, Not calviniſtical 7s altered into 
anticalviniſtical, The former of theſe terms 
implies neutrality, the latter oppoſition. 
Dr. Waterland's defence reſts entirely upon 
this plain diſtinction, which Dr. Sykes 
either did or did not underſtand ; and I ſhall 
not flay to enquire which part of the dilemmg 
ill conſiſt with his acuteneſs and ingenuity. 
In another place, be ſets down the words 
« ell proved to be Anticalvinian,” re- 
ferring to them as if they were the genuine 
words of Dr. Waterland : but, in the place 
referred to, it is only ſaid to be * well proved 
that our articles were not drawn up by 
Calvins ſcheme +.” The ſame miſtake oc- 


cus in other places, not worth our notice. 


EE All this vill appear leſs wonderful, When ] 2 
it is compared with the ſame author's account + 
| of the Trinity in Unity, which be calls, 2 
Dr. Waterland s notlons 5 three Ry 1 


| * See lers Caſe of Subl. p. t, 32. 
| | + See WWaterland's Supplement, p. 51, and 
—_ Hees Reply, p. 36, 37. 
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Jupreme intelligent agent, and of one intel- 1.0 

1 ligent agents e ak neither Dr. Water- 1 9 i q 
land, mor any other Chr: ian, ancient or | i 
3 modern, orthodox or heterodox, did ever 3 
believe the Holy Trinity to be three and one i | j 

in the ſame reſpect. Arians of all fizes wi. 
have indeed made a common Practice of im- Je 


puting this abſurdity to us; though they 
have generally been content with making, us 
weak enough to believe Three Gods (in "the 
plural) to be one God (in the ſingular). 
But Dr. Sykes is not ſatisfied without carry- 
ing quite out of the precincts of grammar, 
having invented a new transformation of the 
terms into three agent, aud one agents; 
which 1 if the Printer can get over without 
an error of the preſs, he will have better 
fortune with his types, than T have had with 
my pen, 


77 We e der the Doctor as an orator, 
we ſhall find bis ſtyle di ftinguiſhed by a cer- 
tain inharmonious repetition, which ſhews the 

writer to have laboured under the moſt ex- 
treme poverty of diction, of which, the fol- 
lowing are a few e apparently. fo 


k F der Waterland's Supplement, p. 33. | 
1 'S —— bis 
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this is jo ſuch a pretty way of reaſoning 
as his. This gave me occaſion to demand 
what were the criteria by e we might 

judge which thoſe particular articles are, 
5 Which leave a latitude „ 


"an hiſtorian, he imagined himſelf” to 
have found Dr. Waterland guilty of a groſs 
anachroniſin; and while he is correcting him 
for it, obſerves, with an air of triumph, 
that Samuel Huber's book -©* was written 
forty years after the articles were made, and 
near forty after Cranmer was rotten in his 
grave +.” If it be remembered that arch- 
biſhop Cranmer as a perſon of the firſt ec- 
clefiaftical character in this kingdom, a man 
of exadi learning, great piety, and venerable 
in the eyes of all good men, as a martyr to the 
 proteſtant cauſe, the language with which 
His memory is here treated is conſiſtent neither 
with decency nor charity, nor indeed with 
common humanity. But that this ſame Cran- 
mer ſhould be rotten in his grave, whom all 
the world knows to have been publicly burnt 
to aſhes at a flake, and ſent to Heaven in a 


* See P-. 42. 4; RE; 
+ Water]. Suppl. P- 44. 
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Jery chariot, is a diſcovery, of which the wwhole 
merit is due to the acute Dr. Sykes *. I do 
not take upon me le ſay, that i bis is the parti- 
cular merit which recommended him to the 
author of the Confiffronal, for J rather ſup- 
foſe it to have been that of diſbelieving the 
Creeds, which iss ſufficient recommendation 
dei him, who judges of every man's W1ſdomt 
or folly, by ft obſerving whether he is for, 
or againſt the church. In this p- aclice he 
brings to my mind the chara#er of Gcorgius 
Trapezuntius, 4. {cbolaſtic doctor of eminence 
in the 15th century.—Ariſtotelis admirator 
ſummus; Platonis contemptor maximus. 
When a critic is thus unbappily fieayed by the 
ſummus en one ſide, and the maximus on 
the other, bis accounts are to be taken with 
very great abatements, Tf his admiration 
and contempt are each of them miſplaced, 
and have exchanged their proper objects; the 
matter cannot then be rectified by any diſ= 
countings. This pi. it of partiality bath filled 


| * If the reader will pleaſe to conſult a Letter t» 
the Common People, publiſhed with the aſt edition of 
the Catholic Doctrine of the Trinity, he will find ſome 
account of another acute writer, who, in this author” 8 
vapouring ſtyle, is inveſted with all the terrors of 
controverſial ability. See Confeſſ p. 320. 


the 
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the Confeſſional with malignant ridicule and 
Julſome panegyric, of which it is not neceſſary, 
in this place, to produce any more examples, 
| becauſe ſome of them will meet us of courſe in 
the enſuing Remarks ; from which the reader 
may form a judgment of all the reſt, as jofely 
and Surely as he may know the tafle of ſea- 


Mi _ water, without bemg oohged to arink * the 
[| ocean, 

1 It may be proper to obſerve, that the Con- 
|| feſſional is referred to in its original form of 
1 tbe firſt edition; and it ought to be known, 
Vor the author's vindication, that theſe papers 


| might have appeared many months ago, if 
| politics, &c. had not taken off the Pranter's 
attention from War RS of diviniy. 
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ON THE 


CONFESSIONAL 


CHAP. 1 


A 1 rt view of the grounds of this Author? * 
5 e againſt the Church of England. 


THEN a controverſy is ſtarted in 
which the ſpiritual intereſts of 
Chriſtian people are nearly concerned, it 

is their duty to inquire, as far as they are 
able, into the real merits of the cauſe; 
and to conſide r the queition, | it poſlible, 
in the ſame naked and fimple fate in 
which it exiſted in the head of an author, 
before it was diſpoſed according to the 
rules of art, and diſguiſed under the rhe- ö 
torical furniture of a large book, com- 


8 prehending 1 


* 
5 
+ 


fn 3 


prehending an hundred different ſubjects 


wrought up into one maſs. 
In converſation, it is not unuſual to hear 


two perſons diſputing fiercely for a long 


time, without gaining an inch of ground 


on either ſide: becauſe it is the practice 
of reaſoners, who are deficient either in 


reſpect of a ſound cauſe, an upright in- 


tention, or a clear head, to wander far 
and wide from the ſubject in debate. 
Every ſubject is ſo nearly related to other 
ſubfects, that the mind of an undeſigning 
reaſoner will ſometimes ſlide from one to 


another, without being ſenſible of it : 


but an artful man will rarely fail to be 
ſhifting about to all the adjuncts and re- 
latives within his reach, till he can fix 
upon ſuch as will enable him to make a 
plauſible appearance. He that is in wrath 
with another, of whom he knows no 
evil, will aſperſe his character indirectly, 
by railing at his connexions, his friends, 
his family, his anceſtors, his children, or 
even his country itſelf; all of which are 


but little to the purpoſe, and can only 


ſhew, 
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3 
ſhew, that the accuſer is equally irritated. 
and unprovided. 

In the accuſation lately revived againſt 
our forms and doctrines by the Author of 
The Confeſſional, the real grounds of his 
diſcontent are comprehended in two ſhort ; 
arguments : and I hope I ſhall be par- 
doned for throwing them into a logical 


form, becauſe I do it merely for the Gke 


of brevity, that I may fave trouble to the 


f Reader as well as to the Writer. The 


firſt of theſe arguments ſtands thus: 
The Church of Rome hath eſtabliſhed 
falſe doctrine; 
The Church of England hath eſtabliſhed 

_ falſe docrine 
Therefore the Church of England wants 
reformation as much as the Church 


of Rome. 
That the Church of Rome wats eſta- 


bliſhed falſe doctrine, and doth ſtand in 


need of reformation, is readily allowed by 
all Proteſtants, becauſe it hath been de- 
monſtrated for theſe two hundred years : 


But the ſecond propoſition, on which the 
concluſion depends, is not true; and the 


Big: Avbor; 


£ 
1 4 
411 , 
1 od a - 
b, # "4 
* i 43 
q * 
7 5 Na 
[ > 
4 . 
6 2 
Y 
: : 
4 oe 
V 
74 
; x 
1 
{ 
1 


a... 


: > ane 
SPS —— 


hos K„% “ . OC I 


_ _ . Ca. TO. 7 


— 5 : . N 
— —[— 2 — —— 
- — — — — — 1 = * 
— . I EEG 2 . 


(4) 


Author, as we ſhall ſee preſently, waves 


the proof of it, ſuppofing that we ſhalt 


take it upon his bare word. Where this 
| ſecond propoſition is aſſumed, as by the 
 Artans, Socinians, and the moſt corrupt 
part of the Diſſenters, the Socken will 
be admitted. 


The ſecond argument may be expreſſed 


as follows: 
The Church of Rome oppoſes the re- 


formation of her doctrines; 
The Church of England oppoſes he 


reformation of her doctrines ; 


Therefore the Church of England i is as 


obſtinate as the Church of Rome. 
This concluſion is no better than the 


former, becauſe the word dochrines is equi- 


vocal in the premiſes, In the firſt mem- 
ber of the argument, it ſignifies ſuch 
doctrines as we 4u9w to be falſe; in the 


ſecond, ſuch as we can prove to be true; 
though this Author is no admirer of 
them . 

Every ſon of the Church of England 

hath a right to inſiſt upon ſeeing a refuta- 

tion of her doctrines as a firſt flep ; with- 


Out 
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out which all popular harangues upon the 


expediency of a reformation, either not at 
all defined, or amounting to an utter abo- 


lition of the eſtabliſhment, are but fo 
many experiments upon his underſtand- 


ing, and ought to have no more influence 
than the flouriſhing of a pen in the air. 


When the authority of the Church i is 


called in queſtion, this ſuppoſition, that 
ther doctrines are falſe, is always at the 
bottom of the diſpute, though not always 
viſible : for no Proteſtant, under the cha- 


racer of a behever, could ever think of 


refuſing to the Church of Chriſt an autho- 
rity to ſecure what the Goſpel itſelf hath 


already impoſed upon all Chriſtians. Nor 
was the authority of the Church ever 
queſtioned with any pious deſign, till it 
was evident to all men who would but 
open their eyes, that the Church had in- 


vented what ſhe had power only to receive 


and preſerve, If any fraud of this kind 
can be proved upon the Proteſtant Church 

of England, her governors, it is to be 
hoped, will confider of it, and correct it: | 


but then, indefinite accuſations, expreſſed 
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in the moſt looſe and general terms, are not 


to be admitted for legal evidence. Cer- 
tain particulars,” ſays this Author, © are 
equally proved to want reformation among 
Proteſtants” * as among the Papiſts. If 


you ſhould be under any concern to know 


what theſe particulars are, and ſhould aſſa 
a queſtion which is of the laſt importance, 


and occurs naturally, inſtead of any direct 


_ anſwer you will meet with this evaſion ; 
«© I forbear to give inſtances, though 
there are more chan one at hand“: as 
if that would have been a digreſion, which 
is the firſt ſtep in the controverſy. In an- 
bother place it is affirmed, that the public 


is grofly and notoriouſly wrong* : how and 


where, the reader is left to conjecture as 


well as he can. Sometimes it is ſug- 


geſted to the populace, that many of ſu- 
perior character in the Church are as much 
convinced of the falſchood of our doctrines 

as the Author himſelf, if they would but 
as freely declare their minds. What they 
believe, and what they deny, we are ſtill 
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left to find out as before ; but may ſup- 
pole it to be ſomewhat not fit to be owned 
all at once. In the 56th page of his Pre- 
face, he takes ſome pains to raiſe the ex- 
pectation of his readers, and threatens us 
with ſome great matter, which at laſt all 
vaniſhes in a ſmoke. He tells us of a cer- 
tain private party, in which it was his hap 
to mention a glaring inconſiſtency in the caſe 


ſons in the company expreſſed the utmoſt 
Jurprize If it was his deſire to be under- 
| ſtood, and he did really think this matter 
capable of making any remarkable impreſ- 
ſion, he would have directed us how to 
find ſome explanation of his | meaning ; 
yet we are not given to know any thing 


that it makes 4 part of his following 


the beginning. In a book of 354 pages, 


the dark as before: for how glaring ſoever 
this inconſiſtency might appear in the Au- 


B 4 thor' 8 


of ſubſcription to our eſtabliſhed articles of 
Rehgion, at which ſome reſpectable per- 


farther of this glaring inconſiſteucy, than 
work, though placed at fome diſtance from 


200 of them, at leaſt, are at ſome diſtance . 
from the beginning; ſo that we are ſtill in 
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thor's eyes, it is not bright enough to has 
tray itſelf to others by its own light; 
neither do I know at this moment Where 
to find it, unleſs he alludes to that re- 
marbable and notorious deviation (as he calls | 
it) from the Athiangſian maxim, which is 
introduced at p. 319; the injuſtice and 
futility of which criticiſm hath been taken | 
notice of upon another occaſion *, At ; 
this diflance from the beginning he ventures F 'Þ 
to open his deſign; declaring himſelf ner- | 
ther afraid nor aſhamed to call for a review fe 
our Trinitarian forms; and, in the courſe E 
of his work, he refers to and recommends ; be 
as oracular, though a profeſſed enemy to 81 
all impoſitions, the opinions of Clarke, | 
Hoadley, Syges, Clayton and ſome others of ; 
leſſer note. But theſe things are ſpoken in 16 
ſuch general terms, and with ſo ſmall an A, 
appearance of argument, that the Author : hi 
1 himſelf ſeems to be ſenſible how much he Þ 
: | hath been wanting in this part of his un- 
| 
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„ 
of his book, that © it may poſſibly be ex- 


pected he ſhould deſcend to particulars, 


and point out ſome of the principal ob- 


jects of the reform he ſolicits *.” In this 
he judges rightly: for it would not only 
be a dangerous but a ridiculous ſtep, to 
enter on the important work of reforma- 


tion, without firſt being ſure of what is 


amiſs, But his ſubject, he tells us, “ leads 
him only to one particular, the caſe of 
ſubſcription to human Creeds and Con- 


feſſions, and other eccleſiaſtical forms, 


| which are required to be aſſented to, as 
being agreeable to the word of God.” 
Subſcription is indeed but one particular 
circumſtance of our eccleſiaſtical diſci- 


pline, and is good, bad, or indifferent, 


according to its object: but the Creeds, 


Articles, and eccleſiaſtical forms of wor- 


ſhip to which it extends, do comprehend 


the whole ſyſtem of our faith and reli- 
gion, out of which he ought to have ſe- 
lected the obnoxious articles, and have 
ſhewed us plainly how far they diſagree 


# P. 336. 
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with the word of God. But in doing this, 


he muſt have expoſed his own ſet of doc- 


trines to be ſeen and examined by the 
public; a taſk neither promiſtng nor agree- 


= able, if we may judge by a certain ſhy- 
neſs which hath produced thoſe ambi- 
guities and dodgings already mentioned. 


Therefore, he proceeds, as before, in ge- 
neral terms; obſerving, that © undoubt- 


edly fuch of theſe” (Creeds and Confeſ- 


fions) © as have not this agreement with 


holy writ, ought not to be retained in 
the Churche.” 


S0 we all fay ; though 
indeed we never heard of any Chriſtian 


| Creed or Confeſſion which difagreed with 


the word of God in every article, as this 
obſervation ſuppoſes them to do. 
one article is znſcriptural, that article 
ought to be reformed : but it will not 


thence follow, that the remaining thirty- 
eight which are ſcriptural ſhould be all 


' thrown aſide in the lump, and ſubſcrip- 


tion itſelf aboliſhed. A political orator 
might as well have argued from the! inex- 


F. 336. 


If any 


pediency 


pediency of the American famp-itt, to 1 
the repealing of all the Engliſh laws, and =. 
in favour of anarchy. 4 
With this foundation the writer of „ | 
i Confeſſional frames his concluſions, raiſes 1 
his exhortations, and propoſes his condi- | 1 
tions; allowing, with a pious ſort of ca- 1 
ſuiſtry, which he may explain at ſome 1 
| other opportunity, that although our forms 14 
| do diſagree with the word of God, “ ne- 
b vertheleſs, as ſomething is due to the! ig 
norance and prejudices of well- meaning 
people, it may not be expedient to diſ- 
continue the / of them all at once, 
provided proper endeavours are uſed to | 
prepare the people for their removal at a —— 
ſeaſonable time, by informing them [1 
| wherein their diſagreement with ther 1 
Chriſtian Scriptures conſiſts *,” We thank | ll 
him for this indulgence ; but are of opi- Wat | 
nion, that this d;/agreement is what ought _ "8 
now to have been pointed out to us in the _ 1 
Confeſſional; becauſe we ſhall make but an wn 
i indifferent figure, if we have it to look i [| 
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8 for 


for when our fences are all pulled down, 
And certainly it hath mot appeared to us 
8s yet, though we have read Clarke's 
Doctrine of the Trinity, Sykes's Caſe of 
Bubſcription, the Free and Candid Diſqui- | 
ſitions, together with the Eſſay on Spirit, ai. 
to whoſe old objections this Author hath ber 
added nothing but new calumnies, of WF * 
which ſome account will be given in an- rec 
other place. 2 % 
Our Church, as he would have it be- the 
lieved, now is, and always hath been, an hay 
enemy to reformation, She hath had bers 
many opportunities of improvement, and | doc 
never been wiſe enough to embrace. any 4 Seri] 
one of them, It may, therefore, be worth | that 
our while to conſider briefly how the ©plc 
Church is circumſtanced, and what obli- 
gations ſhe is under to ſuch reforming 
claimants as the Author of the Confele 
bona, ---- . 
The Church having the oracles of truth 
committed to her, and being bound in the 
| beſt manner ſhe can, as well for the edifi- 
cation of all her children as for her own 
Peace and ſecurity as a ſociety, extracts 
and 


— : _— —— I « 
ö = — — — 
. — * — SO” ICE — IL — N ITY „ 
See „ = 2 — ter — . . ” 
K D* 7. 2 — T=I > : n gb — ED b Sos: | 

—_— * * * ** . ind — Ki bc 2 29 * 2 5 BY * 5 wh >, 0 2 — 1 

hos * 5 8 r 8 W ns — * ” — — . A « k - "LOOSE er ba” 
a — Den RS 5 : 8 - * 2 5 7 — — . * ge "> 4 — ; - 2 ” 

. 7 _ 8 LIES * 1 2 4 6 1 — * „ * of 8 8 — 
4 . hays — * h * — n —— 3 8 7 — 8 4 >” 818 * 8 
9 4 $3 err — — XY . n Ws on 1 < 2 te, "2 
— = — + 6 & .- —"”=_ 


. * 
— — — 2 4 
2 — 

— 


— . Ü—üéé—— 


DEER —— SORE ome 2 

+" — 8 * = 22 + 

— — — — ms d „n) ² mA 
— ” : — - 2 5 2 


2 
— 

CAS ce 

wa? 


(13) 


and recommends ſuch articles of 4ofriris | | j 
as ſhe finds revealed to her in the holy FF 
Scripture : and in the courſe of her work | TH. 


expreſsly diſclaims her own authority as 
| inſufficient of itſelf to bind any article of 

| /aith upon the conſciences of her mem 
; bers. | 

Theſe doctrines then, thus extracted and 
| recommended by the Church as the wir- 
> neſs and keeper of holy writ, either have 
| the authority of the Scripture, or they 
| have not. If they have, then her mem- 
bers are bound to receive them, not as the 
doctrines of the Church, but of the 
| Scripture. And in this no man will ſay 
| that the Church departs from her prin- 
ciple, or that the principle itſelf 1s. un- 
| ſcriptural, 
| But on the other hand, if any doctrine 
| fo propoſed by the Church has not the au- 
| thority of the Scripture to ſupport it, and 
: the falſehood of it can plainly be proved 
by the fame authority; then the Church, 
by her own principles, is obliged to at- 
tend to all ſuch remonſtrances as are made 
in a proper manner, and ſupported by pro- 
: 2 DEF 


Co TR. 

per evidence; as the remonſt rances of 

learned, and pious, and reaſonable men, 

will never fail to be. In ſeveral in- 

ſtances the Church hath actually ſubmit- 

ted to do this. The invocation of ſaints, 

the doctrine of tranſubſtantiation, the 

redemption of, ſouls out of Purgatory 

by maſſes, the worſhip of images, which 

had been allowed and practiſed for many 
ages, were objected to, as contrary to the 

Scripture ; and are now not only removed 

but proteſted againſt in the articles, as ſo 

many errors: which proteſtation (by the 
Way) would fall with the articles, and we 
ſhould no longer be Proteſtants, unleſs it 


were by accident; at leaſt we muſt be | a 
taken for ſuch upon truſt. | « 
The Church of Rome, as her conduct cl 
hath unhappily proved, thought it more cc 


eligible to preſerve her corruptions than 
recede from her infallibility : But the 
Church of England, ſince the reformation, 


never did, nor doth now think it any re- 
flexion upon her wiſdom and authority, 
that theſe errors were corrected upon her 
_ own. principle; and ſhe will without 
fÞ | queſtion, 


% 


— 


„ 
queſtion, as ſhe ſafely may, be ready to 
follow her own example in other caſes, 
Provided there ſhall appear to be as /afi- 
cient reaſon for ſo doing as for reforming 
the corruptions above-mentioned. 
But if any of her doctrines ſhould be reſ- 
einded without reaſon, and her members re- 
leaſed from their oligation to ſuch things as 
are revealed in the Scripture, ſhe would ex- 
ceed her commiſſion as dangerouſly by de- 
tracting from, as by adding to the articles 
of the Chriſtian faith. The Church can- 
not\bind where God hath looſed; and it 
muſt be equally true, that where God 
hath bound us, the Church can have no 
authority to ſet us free. Were ſhe to be 
guilty of ſuch weak compliances, her true 
children would have as juſt a cauſe of 
complaint againſt her then, as her oppo- 
nents, the Arians, Diſſenters, and Free- 
thinkers pretend to have now ; and the 
Papiſts would object it to us, with great 
appearance of reaſon, that religion can 
have no firm footing when ſeparated from 
the authority of the apoſtolical chair. 
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On the right of Proteſtant Churches ” ooh 


65 iſh Confeſſions of F aith. 


E i HE author's obſcrvitions le whack * 
in, and the right of Proteſtant 
Churches is prejudged, by the following re- 
flexion, — that © there never yet was any 
inſtance of a proſperous uſurpation de- 
ſttitute of advocates to lay in for it a claim | 
of right and juſtice 
yet right and uſurpation are two different 
things. If the claim of the Church of 
England is to be ſuſpected only becauſe 
it hath met with advocates to defend it, 
the Goſpel itſelf ought to have been ſuſ- 
pected upon the ſame account ever ſince it 
was publiſhed, But let us anſwer this re- 
flexion with another, equally true and more 
to the purpoſe; that there never yet was 
an inſtance of any eſtabliſhment, how juſt 
and reaſonable ſoever, which ſome men 
| have not thought it their intereſt to aſ- 
fault with weak ay and falſe ac- 


OP 


cuſations.“ 
* P. 21. 


When 


Perhaps not; 


( iy 


When we are pleading in defence of 
eſtabliſhed Confeſſions, our fundamental 


poſition, as he very juſtly allows, is this: 


Every particular Church, confidered as 


a ſociety, has a right, as other ſocieties 


have, to ſecure its own peace and welfare 


by all lawful means *.” This poſition he 


would overthrow, by pretending that it 


proves too much ; being ſufficient, if ad- 
mitted, to juſtify all the perſecutions of the 
 Heathens againſt. the Chr iſtians, and even 
the Popiſh Inquiſition ' But in this an- 


ſwer he is too much in haſte to recollect the 
terms of his own poſition ; which affirms 


no more, than that the Church may ſe- 


cure its own peace and welfare by /awful 


means. Inquiſitions and perſecutions are 


unlawful means ; therefore his conſequence 


is not a juſt one. If it were, ſelf-preſerva- 
tion would be ſuch a very bad principle, 


that mankind ſhould invent ſome way of 


providing againſt it (if any ſuch proviſion 
can be made when ſelf-preſervation is 


given up); and a ſociety, if oppoſed, 


as 1 Ibid, 


Eo would 
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would have nothing to do but to be ruined, 
by reſigning ell GOO to the will of 1 its 


enemies. 


There are no means bk awful 1210 un- 


lawful. The unlawful, by their own na- 
ture, are not to be made uſe of; nor the 
lawful, becauſe the other will thereby be 
juſtified : and ſo we are to do nothing, but 
ſuffer from men of active ſpirits, who will 


never lay themſelves under that reſtraint 
which they would impoſe upon others. 


When this writer hath i in view the propa- 


gation of his own opinions, he is florid 
and copious in defence of liberty; ; but! in 


this anſwer he hath laid an ax to the root 


of it; for there can be no ſuch thing as 


liberty, if ſocieties are deprived of the 


benefit of ſelf· preſervation. 
The uſe of lawful means hols * 


pleaded for, not to ſecure unlawful ordi- 
nances, but ſuch only as are agreeable. to 
the word of God, This, however, in his 
Way of reaſoning, makes no difference: 


for the proviſo, that Church- Ordinances 
be © agreeable to the word of God, will not 
| help 


— 


6 5919 ) 


belp the Proteſtant Churches at all *.” 
If 'this is true, all Proteſtant Churches 


are in 4 very woful condition : for there 
are but two forts of authority, human 


and: divine. The former is not ſufficient 


{ of itſelf to authenticate articles of faith 
| and doctrine; and if the latter is not, 
there is no authority left to which they 


can appeal. The Proteſtant Churches 


| have laid it down as a principle, that all 


Chtiſtians are bound by the word of God; 


conſequently, by what is agreeable to the 
word of God: and they have always ima- 


gined, that if this agreement were once al- 


lowed them, nothing could ſuperſede the 


obligation of ſubmitting to it, but the ſu- 


per-prophetical light of the Quakers, or 


the interpoſition of an infallible judge, ſuch 
as they have at Rome. 


| Every Engliſhman, as a member of civil 


ſociety, is bound by the law of the land; 


therefore, we ſay he is bound by the ſame 
law when applied toparticular caſes, and ad- 


miniſtered in the ſentence of a magiſtrate ; 
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otherwiſe, he is bound and not bound at the 
fame time. If it ſhould be objected, that 
the ſentence may deviate from the law, 
this is foreign to the caſe in hand; be- 


cauſe we argue at preſent upon the pro- 
v!/o, that it is agreeable to the law. 


The erring members of the Chriſtian 
Church ſhew themſelves to be what they 
are, by a miſapplication of the word of 5 
God; which St. Peter tells us, they who 
are unlearned and unstable wreſt unto their | 
own deftruftion ', How is the Church to 
provide againſt their errors, but by another 
application of it? If not, we inveſt the 


enemies of the Church with a privilege 
which we deny to the Church herſelf, 
who hath at leaſt as good, if not a better 


Tight to it. Neither the law of God, nor 
the law of the land, can adminiſter them- 
ſelves: and if they are not to be applied 
and interpreted, then they were made, 
not to condemn what is wrong, or juſtify 
what is right, but only to be looked at, 
and contradicted, in the way of private 


12 Pet. iii. 16. 


judgment. 


(21) 
judgment. But let us hear how he reaſons 
in his own words. 

Eſtabliſhed confeſſions“ / Amal to 
| the word of God) © being human compo- 


| fitions, muſt either be ſubje& to examina- 


| tion, by the private judgment of thoſe who 
| profeſs to make the written word of God 
| the only rule of their religion, or elſe the 
Church muſt claim a right of interpreting 


the Scriptures” /7. e. of making ordinances 


| agreeable to the word of God) “e for all her 
judgment “. 8 8 


their agreement with the word of God, may 
be oyer- ruled by private judgment, it muſt 
follow, that the Scripture itſelf may be over- 
N ruled upon the ſame principle; unleſs it can 


planted i into an eſtabliſhed confeſſion. 


The Author ſuppoſes private judgment 
1 entitled to this prerogative, by making the 


| written word the rule of its religion *; 


P. z. * « The Puritan BOP be judged by the 
word of God, If he would ſpeak clearly, he means himſelf, 
? bot! 18 — to ſay ſo; and he would have me believe him 
4 — — before 


members, excluſive of the rights of private 


If eſtabliſhed confeſſions, notwithſtandin g 


be proved, that the word of God is changed 
into the word of man, by being tranſ- 


W 


and as the Church certainly does the ſame, © 1 
ſo far as her confeſſion is agreeable .to:the . 
word of God, there will ariſe, upon the 
fame ground, a right of public judgment 
to ſociety ; which judgment, if it can be 1 
controlled by the judgment of an indivi- 
dual, the right here mentioned will be Ml 
no right, and ſociety will be no ſociety. 
Unleſs this right, thus defined, is allowed 
to the Church, we muſt ſuppoſe the Scrip- 
ture contrary to itſelf in reſpect of the 
ſame doctrines; for here we ſhall have 1 1 
| { 
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private judgment, with the word of God 

in its hand, pleading againſt an agreement 
3 with the word of God; which is non- 1! 
VVV what will be the iſſue? Why, ö 9 
[ 1 „ the Church cannot give us a rule of doc- 0 
trine from the Scripture, becauſe an indi- 1 


— — . »*— —— 
— og 
P 2, 14 AS Fa 
| 5 _ — — . — 
. — — 2 — nth 


" pr” odd — 
r 
Y _ 

A 

— — = a —— 

. nes 5 Ce: » 

Rk 0s 530 ae jv, of SEA , 
RY 0 .. 


Fwy 1 


2 . „ as of - 
SSR — 0 Dr n 
— W — 
— — 
— 


vidual 18 entitled to make his own uſe #4 
[ ö of it; and, as 3 ſociety cannot re- 21 
lil 5 ceive a rule of doctrine from the private 
Ih | : judgment of a ſingle. perſon, unleſs it be 1 

t 


that of the pope, we are to have no pub- 
lie rule at all; conſequently, that precept 1 
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before a whole Church, that has read the word of God 2: 


1 well as he.“ Sale, T. Te 6k Il. 30e edit, Y 
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of the Apoſtle,—/et us all walk by the ſame 
rule was unneceſſary and groundleſs. 


But he will ſay, the written word is a 


rule; meaning, as I preſume, the Scrip- 
ture in its own terms. Now, to ſay no- 


thing againſt the bulk of the Scripture, 


as improper for a Creed or Confeſſion, it 
is a rule which hath been applied with 
equal aſſurance to the hereſy of Arius, the 

novel inventions of Popery, the anti- 
chriſtian philoſophy of Socinus, the out- 
rageous practices of the Anabapliſts, and 


the abſurd enthuſiaſm of the Ruakers. 


That it may not be % applied by the 
teachers of this Church, the Articles are 


a ſyſtem, in which the Scripture, as the 


only rule of religion, is particularly pointed 
againſt theſe and other errors. The rule 
is ſtill the ſame as before; only the ar- 
_ ticles contain an application of it to ſome 
particular and neceſſary caſes; without 
attending to which, this Church muſt ac- 
tually be what the Papiſts repreſent it to 
be, a Babel of confuſion; and Chriſti- 
anity itſelf would ſink into a chaos. Ex- 
perience teaches us, that without ſuch an 
7 ORR application 
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application the Scripture becomes no 
Scripture, when thoſe men have the hand- 
ling of it, whoſe heads are filled with the 
conceits of ſome heretical leader, and 
their hearts inflamed with an enthuſiaſtic 
zeal of infuſing them into others. This 


Author can play with it as he pleaſes upon 


his own principles. If the Church aſeer- 
tains a ſcriptural doctrine in ſhort by ſome 
equivalent terms of her own, he can oppoſe 
to it the Scripture at large in its own terms: 
If the terms of Scripture are ſo expreſs as 
to require no interpretation, he can have 
recourſe to different ſenſes, leaving the 


written word for private expoſition. Thus 
he hath the advantage of the Church ei- 
ther way. He hath the merit of ſetting up 


the pure word of God againſt human in- 
ventions, and the convenience of adapt- 


ing it at pleaſure to other inventions bf 


| himſelf or his friends. 


I a right of determining for all ber” 
members is allowed to the Church, he 


ſuppoſes this muſt exclude the rights of 


private judgment, But this doth by no 
means follow: for the Church hath a 
right 


* © Mm 5 „ PA oa. fe „ 


5 6280 
right of determining, ſo far only as the de- 
termines agreeable to the word of God. An 
individual can have no rights but what are 


grounded upon the ſame agreement with 


the word of God ; therefore, it is abſurd 
to ſet up one of theſe rights excluſive of 
the other, becauſe they coincide, and are in 


effect but one and the ſame thing; though 


always with this difference, that the judg- 
ment of ſociety is a judgment of authority, 
while private judgment is no more than a 


judgment of diſcretion or opinion. If this 


latter is what the Author contends for, it 
cannot be excluded by the deciſions of any 
authority upon earth: for thoughts are 
free; and if they are abſurd or injurious, 
they muſt be accounted for at laſt to the 
Searcher of all hearts. It will always be 
impoſſible, in the nature of things, to ex- 


clude ſuch private judgment from exa- 


mining and determining as it pleaſes, 
apainſt all authority, divine as well as hu- 


man. But then ſuch private judgment 


will not be authoritative, or binding to 
pthers, but will and muſt be over-ruled in 
298 world by the acts of the ſociety to 


which 
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which it hath joined itſelf: elſe there can 
be no ſuch thing as DE or ee 


in the World. 


Tbis, indeed, is the genuine gn : 


of our Author's principle : for he makes 
private judgment not private but autho- 
ritative; aſſerting, that it * precludes 
the right of the Church to eſtabliſh any 
thing without the previous conſent of all 


her members. Whence it follows, that 
ſociety cannot ſtop the proceedings of an 


individual, but an individual may ſtop the 
proceedings of ſociety, and that all the 
members of ſociety are in a ſtate of equali- 
ty: whereas the very idea of a ſociety im- 
plies a ſubordination in bodies corporate as 
in the body natural; and the Apoſtle, in 
the earlieſt ſtate of the Chriſtian Church, 


argues at large from one of theſe to the 
ther, in the 12th chapter of his firſt 
epiſtle to the Corinthians. If this plan of 


the Author were to take place, and men 
ſhould ariſe ſpeaking perverſe things, as 


Hymeneus and Philetus, to overthrow the 
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(27 ) 1 
faith of weak Chriſtians, they muſt be ad. 1 
mitted as judges in their own cauſe; and 
have it in their power to put a negative 
upon all their brethren, to prevent the = 
eſtabliſhment of any ſuch regulations aas 
might affect the well-being of their own | 
perverſe opinions: that direction too of 
the Apoſtle to the miniſters of the 1 
Church. A man that is an heretic, re- fl 
je; and that other to the people, —Obey 1 
| them that have the rule over you, whoſe 
_ faith follow, might be blotted out of the 
Scripture ; for the latter would be uſeleſs, 
and the former impracticable. 
| This plan, however, will hardly conſiſt 
with what the Author allows (or ſeems. 
to allow) upon another occaſion. Single (1 
men” he ſays, may be called upon to 1 9 
correct and even retract their doctrines, mo 
not only without offence, but in Ns 1 1 
caſes with advantage to the common faith. a- i 
How can this be? for the conſent of theſe lk I 
Angle men, who are thus to be called 1 
upon, is novelſary, before any common faith * Wt 
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can be eſtabliſhed, Without ſome com- 


mon faith, by what ſtandard are their doc- 
trines to be judged of? And without ſome 
_ eſtabliſhed conſtitution of the Church, who 
ſhall be the perſons appointed to judge 
them? If the common faith is that re- 
vealed in the Scripture, it is equally pre- 
tended to by Arians, Socinians, Quakers, 


Anabaptifts, and other Sectaries, amongſt 


whom there is no community of ſenti- 
ment. The Church, therefore, muſt ap- 
ply this rule, without the conſent of theſe 


Angle men; or all hope of advantage muſt | 


be given up, and the common faith left to 
the mercy of its adverſaries. 
Here it is pleaſant to obſerve the FRO 


terity of ſome writers, who find it con- 


venient, as the ſubject varies, to take both 


ſides of the queſtion. They have the art 
of ſaying things in ſuch a manner, by the 
help of little qualitying clauſes, that they 
ſhall not appear to have ſaid them at all, 
if they are preſſed with a contradiction. 
| We have an inſtance of it in this paſſage. 
The author ſeems to grant, that /ng/e men 


may be called upon to retract their dottrines 
with 
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with advantage to the common faith ; tho', 


indeed, he doth not ſay by whom, and it is 
very hard to gueſs: however, if it is really 


his opinion, after what he hath ſaid of 


the rights of private judgment, that indi- 
viduals. may be cenſured for their doc- 
trines by any public authority of ſociety; 
his principle vaniſhes in a ſmoke of his 
_ own raiſing. To avoid this he hath taken 
care to inſert the eondition, “ if they fee 
reuſon and therefore, if they do not /ee 


reaſon, they are ſtill to proceed as they 


_ pleaſe, and the common faith muſt at laſt 
yield to private opinion. 


Such is the forlorn, and 3 


ſtate of that Church and its faith, which 


Chriſt left upon earth for the ſalvation of 


mankind! No protection can be re— 


ceived from the temporal ſword againſt 


ſpiritual wickedneſs, without incurring 
the penalty of periſbing by the ſword : 
and as to the ſpiritual, which is the word 
of God, it cannot be uſed againſt any 


offender, till his own conſent ſhall put 


it into the hands of his judges! 


2 But 


t 30-3 

But if this conſent! is neceffary now; 
I apprehend it was always neeeſſury : and 
if ſo, the doctrine of the Apoſtles: ought 
not to have been ſettled, and the winiſ- 
ters of Satan (as they are called) ought 
not to have been cenfured in virtue of 
any eſtabliſhed rule, till all the Gentiles 
were come in, and their conſent formally 
obtained: nor even then; for others might 
be born, who would in time object even 
to the condition of Baptiſm in the name 
of the Trinity; and then it muſt have been 
given up to them: becauſe no condition 
of communion is to be eſtablithed, with- 
out the previous conſent of AL L, who without 
that condition would have a right to Chriftian 
communion. Had there been no ſuch con- 
dition impoſed as Baptiſm, Heathens would 
have had a right to Chriftion communlon- 
therefore it follows, that this condition 
of Baptiſm could not be impoſed without 
the conſent of Heathens! What wild 
work would this doctrine produce, if it 
were admitted into civil ſociety ? It 
would require that nothing ſhould. be 


eſtabliſhed as a condition of holding em- 
1 plwKVöoyments 


** 


„ 
ployments of truſt, or enjoying any privi- 
leges under the government, without the 
Previous conſent of all theſe who have no 
good will to the government; and would 


thruſt themſelves into office, only for an 
opportunity of overturning it as faſt as 


poſſible, and introducing ſome other œco- 


nomy, more agreeable to their own tem- 
per and complexion. i 
Upon the whole, this author's plan is 
abfolurety indefenſible, if the Church is 
a ſociety. Therefore he ſhould have proved, 
that Chriſt and his Apoſtles did not plant 
any Church upon earth that could pro- 

perly be called a Society: for if it was 


a ſociety, it would have the native rights 


of a ſociety : and if it had them once, it 


muſt have them {ſtill ; unleſs he is able 


to ſhew at what time, and by what means, 


they were forfeited. So the late learned 


Biſhop Coneybeare argued, in what the au- 
thor calls his famous ſubſeription ſermon : 
and, inſtead of confuting his poſition by 
tracing the Church up to its original, he 


aſſerts, that every intelligent Chriſ- 


Hg: 1 is, every Chriſtian who is 
{76782022 Me ADM 5 intelligent 
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intelligent in his own conceit) « with 
the Sctiptures befqrs: Rims: is, upon 


Proteſtant principles; that is, upon 
his principle, « and in deerees ak this 


nature, 4 Church to himſelf . And ; 
thus he goes about to prove it: every | 
| Chriſtian hath a right to ſearch the Scrip- 
tures.—And if it is His duty to care, it 


muſt be alſo his duty” (i. e. his right) 
to determine for himſelf; and if he finds 


juſt cauſe, to diſſent from any, or all the 
eſtabliſhments upon earth ©.” Whether he 8 
finds juſt cauſe, or not, he may determine 5 
for himſelf, and no man alive can hin Wan ; 
him. In the Convocation, General Coun- 


eil, or Communion of Saints, which he 


carries about with him, he may determine 
that white is black, and good is evil: but 
then we are to obſerve, that all this, by 


the terms of the argument, is—for him- 


ell: whereas the queſtion is, whether, the 
act of ſuch a perſon, determined for him- 
lelf in favour of herely, ſedition, or what- 
ever elſe he pleaſes, will be ſo far binding 
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to ſociety, as to preclude the eſtabliſhment 
of what is agreeable to the word of God? 

His Church in a ſingle perſon is a cu- 
riofity ſui generic, and may paſs with ſome 
| people for a mere creature of the imagi- 
nation: Moſt certainly it is not that 
Church ſpoken of by St. Paul, which is 
not one member, but many, and muſt be fo of 
neceſſity ; ; becauſe there are many things 
| to be done for a Chriſtian, which a man can- 
not do for himſelf. But this Church in a 
3 ſingle perſon muſt bapti iſe himſelf; and if he 
| wants to be a miniſter, he mult or dam him- _ 
Ils or, as Bp. Andrews ſpeaks, muſt lay his 1 
| own hands upon his own head; then he muſt "i 

prefer himſelf, and abſolve himfelt, and 
: marry himſelf, and bury Him ſelf. However, it [i l; 
| ſeems, this was once realized, as far as it WW. 
well could be, upon a very ridi: culous ce | i; i 
caſion. There was a difpute at Amer - 1 
dam between Ainſworth a! nd Proughion, | 5 1 
whether the colour of Aar ons ; ephod _ . 1 | 
ö blue, or a ſea-water green; which did not i 
only trouble all the dyers in Amferdam, 1 
N but drew their ſeveral followers into fides _ _ 
: and factions, and made good tport for all I 0 
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the world but themſelves alone. By rea- 


ſon of which diviſions and ſubdivifions, 


they fell at. laſt into ſo many fractions, that 


onE of them, in the end, became a 


 Cxvurcn or HIMSELF H; and having none 
to join in opinion with him, baptized him- 
ſelf, and thereby got the name of a Se— 
buaptiſt, which never any Sectary or Heretic 
had got before. Such are the effects, 
when Confeſſions are aboliſhed, and every 


man proceeds according to his own pri- 


vate judgment, without prudence, charity, 
reſtraint, or direction. So would the 


Churches be multiplied amongſt us! 
Into this ſtate of ſeparation, it is the 


opinion of our Author, that every man 
muſt be thrown, who in virtue of his own 
Churchſhip ſhall determine upon the Scrip- 
ture by the rule of his private judgment: 
for every ſuch diſquiſitor will ſoon diſco- 


yer, that all Proteſtant Churches, without 


exception, are miſtaken. . If the peo- 
ple, ſaith he, © were diligent and care- 
ful in ſearching the Scriptures, every one 


yy Heylin's Hiſt, of the Preſb. p. 378. 
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for himſelf (as all, Proteſtants agree they 
ought to do) the conſequence would moſt 
probably be, that the far greater part of 
honeſt and ſenſible Chriſtians ſhould be ex- 
| cluded from the communion of every 

Church which has an eſtabliſhed Confeſ- 
fion *.” From this paſſage it is obvious, 
that the Author (taking himſelf for one of 
| theſe honeſt and ſenſible Chriſtians) hath 
| a quarrel againſt ſome one doctrine com- 
mon to all the Confeſſions in the Chriſtian | 
world; and that he holds either few 
| | Chriſtians, or none at all, to be honeft and 


erf ble, unleſs they judge of the Scripture '* 


1. 
> I with is prejudices. Now, to ſay nothing | 
| zgainft the vanity and uncharitableneſs of i 


iF this reflexion, its diſagreement with truth 1 
and fact is notorious ; there being very 1 
: © many, at this day, who ſearch the Scrip -- 11 
ture both diligently and carefully, wit K- . 4 
ut N out finding in themſelves any diſpoſition _ N | 
to Ariani/m or Hociniant n; and others, 1H 
f who, by ſearching the Scripture, are re- N | 1 
1 claimed from theſe errors: of which I 1 


r D 2 could _ Ut; 
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could give particular examples. The Au- 


thor of the Confeſſional, however, could 


make ſhort work. with them all, by pro- 


nouncing ſuch. Chriſtians to be neither 
honeſt nor ſenſible. 
It hath always been the cuſtom of thoſe 


who object to eſtabliſhed Confeſſions of 
| Faith, to pretend the authority of the 
Scripture : 1 fay, to pretend it; for cer- 
5 tainly it hath not been always at the bot- 
tom of their objections. This writer 


would have us believe, that the diſagree- 
ment of honeſt and ſenſible Chriſtians 


with the general doctrine of Proteſtants, 


is the conſeguence of their ſearching the 
Scripture. But appearances are very much 
againſt them; becauſe their ſearching. the 
Scripture hath been repreſented by them- 
ſelves as poſterior to this diſagreement. 


Dr. Clarke hath laid it down, as the fir 
principle of Natural Religion, that God Is 
but one Perſon . He diſcovered this prin- 
ciple, either with the Scripture, 0 or with- 


out. it. If wich the Scripture, chen it 18 


| x See Clarke's Script. Dor. P-. 1.8 * | "4 
| 1 abſurd 
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abſurd' to call it the firſt principle of Na- 
tural Religion : : If without the Scripture, 


then it was impoſſible he ſhould receive 
the doctrine of the Orthodox, how plainly 


ſoever the Scripture may have revealed it. 


| This principle being once laid down as 


the original ſuggeſtion of Nature, all 
poſterior examinations of the Scripture 


can be nothing more than laboured ac- 
commodations of it to a contrary hypo- 
theſis already eſtabliſhed in the mind of 
the examinant. Dr. Clarke had much 


learning, and was an acute reaſoner: but 
while there are theſe and other flaws in his 


religious principles, the man who would 
| filence us with his example and authority, 


| is only expoſing his own bigotry, and 
contradicting his favourite principle of pri- 
| vate judgment ; which appears, at laſt, to 
be no other than the judgment of Dr. 
Samuel Clarke, kxcrusivr of that of his 
readers. Our adverſaries have written co- 
pious and florid recommendations of ſcrip- 
tural reſearches, to the apparent renun- 


ciation of all human authority : but I 
have heard it obſerved, that if we could 


1 perſuade 
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perſuade men to ſtudy the Scripture, in- 


ſtead of the Religion of Nature, ſo ad- 
mired by the Deifts (as the Biſhop of 
Cleglier hath obſerved in his E/ay on Spi- 


rit „) and which has nothing but human 


authority to ſupport it ; we ſhould remove 


the foundations of more than half the | 


Arianiſm of the preſent age. + 
Me haye now heard the Author's cha- 
racter of thoſe Chriſtians, who ſearch the 


2 Scripture in ſuch a faſhion as diſpoſes them 


to contradict eſtabliſhed Confeſſions. As 


for the reſt, he declares them in few 
5 words, to be either knaves af naturals. | 


* The adherence of ſuch numbers to the 
peculiar doctrines of the Church from 


which they receive their denomination, ; 


and even to ſome doctrines common to the 
Creeds and Confeſſions of all Churches 


N which call themſelves orthodox,“ (a cir- 


| cumlocution for the dockrine of the Tri- 


nity ) is owing to their ! ignorance, their 


* . The principles. of which Religion were ſo 
much admired by this ſame writer, that he undertook to 
confute the Trinity, by conſidering. it in the K if Nature 
| and Reaſon, See his Fitts 


indolence, 


E 


indolence, their fecularity, or the early 


prejudices of education. As it is not in 
the power of all men to examine critically 
what they adhere to, it is happy for them 
when their rulers have no evil deſign upon 


their underſtandings. I ſpeak here of thoſe 


whoſe ignorance ariſes from a want of ca- 


pacity or opportunity; which muſt be 
the caſe with very many. T here is an- 
other generation in all communities, who 
are weak enough to take every thing upon 


truſt, or too much engaged with pleaſure 


and ſecularity to ſpend any of their time 
in ſearching for reaſons of the hope that 


is in them, If it were the faſhion to be- 
lieve that Socinus and George Fox the 


Quaker were true Apoſtles, i ignorance and 


indolence would be content with the er- 


ror ; and ſuppoſing them to have a little 


daſh of vanity, they would ſcoff, perhaps, 


at the Chriſtians of better times for being 


led by the noſe, and not having wiſdom 
or ſpirit enough to believe as they do, 
But 1 is wat to be diſregarded and baniſhed 
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from bociety, becauſe ignorant people do 


not know the grounds of it, or may be 


influenced | by their betters to accept of 
error inſtead of it? Does it follow that 


aà man's profeſſion is falſe, becauſe his 
conduct i is unworthy of it? The Apoſtle 


tells us of ſome who held the truth in un- 
righteouſneſs x. Does he mean to reflect 


upon the truth, or upon thoſe ungodly. 


perſons who hold it in an improper man- 


ner! Let ignorance, and indolence, and 
ſecularity then, each of them in their 
turns, or all of them together, approve 
the Orthodox Confeſſion; this will be no 


reproach to the Confeſſion itſelf, unleſs 


the ſame ignorance, and indolence, and 
ſecularity was at the bottom of its firſt 
eſtabliſhment, to blind and corrupt the 
fathers of the reformation ; and let me 
add, that if ignorance and ſecularity muſt 
have a Confeſſion, God forbid it ſhould be 
of their own making; eſpecially if they 
ſhould happen to be poſſeſſed with the 


rage of proſelyting : for ignorance will fa- 


® Rom. 1. 18. 


bricate 
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bricate falſe doctrine, for want ef proper 


materials; and ſecularity (uſing its 'own 


private judgment) will invent ſuch a reli- 


Sion as ſhall flatter its own vices. 
This leads us to the conſideration of 
another plea of right, which, according 


to our Author, who is ſeldom ſo gracious 


as to make any allowances, is perhaps the 
beft the Church has to allege. * A neceſ- 
fity for Confeſſions hath been inferred, 
from the indiſpoſitions and incapacities of 
the people to examine and judge for them- 
felves *.” And this is a plea, to which 


every compaſſionate Chriſtian will be in- 


elined to give as much weight as he can. 
The common people being, for the moſt 
part, unlearned, and incapable of ſearch- 
ing the Scriptures for themſelves, are li- 


able to be deceived by thoſe who pervert | 


the Scriptures to the ruin of themſelves and 
others: and therefore it is thought neceſ- 


ſary that they ſhould be inſtructed accord 


ing to ſome known rule of ſound doc- 


trine; and their ſafety was a principal 
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conſideration with thoſe who were en- 
truſted with the compiling of the rules 
now eſtabliſhed. But here again he is 
troubled with conſequences, and is terri- 


bly afraid of doing good, leſt ſome evil 


ſhould come of it. The people muſt be 


left to take their chance, and the Church 
mult not inſiſt upon her riglit, or, more 
properly, ber duty, of providing for their 
ſpiritral neceſſities; becauſe this“ argu- 
ment would equally vindicate the Church 
of Rome, with reſpect to many of her im- 


poſitions *.” By the inpoſitians of the 5 


Church of Rome, we underſtand thoſe no- 


vel and falſe opinions which diſtinguiſh | 


Papiſts from Proteſtants, and gave occa- 


ſion to the Reformation; therefore, his 


conſequence, in other words, will ſtand 


thus: If we allow it to be the duty of 


the Church of England to inſtruct her 


people with ſound doctrine, then it will 
be equally the duty of the Church of 
Rome to corrupt the people with falſe 


doctrine. If this Church eſtabliſhes any 


p. 26. 
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Creed, the Romiſh Church may eſtabliſh 
the Creed of Pope Pius V. both being 
equally neceſſary, from the indiſpoſitions 
and incapacities of the people.” When 
he was about it, he might have inferred, 
with as much juſtice, that if one mother 
is bound to feed her children with bread, 
another will be under an equa/ obligation 
to give her children a doſe of peiſon. And 
ſo much for the indiſpoſitions of the 
people. 
He goes on to obſerve, that 51 theſe 3 in- 
diſpoſitions and incapacities in the Clergy 
would be but an aukward reaſon for mak- 
ing their ſubſcription neceſſary *.” They 
would certainly; and, therefore, I be- 
lieve they were never given or thought of 
as a reaſon. The oaths are not admini- 
ſtered to teach the duty of allegiance to 
thoſe who take them, but in order to 


know whether they intend to perform 
what they underſtood before. So the Ar- 


ticics are not offered as a catechiſm to the 
Clergy to teach them a religion, which 


c P. 26, 


they 
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they are ſuppoſed already to have ſtudied: 
but as a teſt of their religious opinions, 
that the Church may know whether the 
people will be ſafe under their teaching; 

that is, whether the ſheep are committed 
to a wolf, or to a ſhepherd, Thele are the 
terms of the Scripture ; and they expreſs 
that peculiar ſort of capacity or incapacity 
in the Clergy, of which the Articles are 
intended as a teſt. There may be a very 
great want of faith, hope, and charity, where 
there is no conſiderable defect in point of 
learning or natural capacity. A man may 
have his head filled with ſtrange opinions, 
contrary to the ſobriety of the Goſpel, 
and his heart inflamed with a vehement 
deſire of making diſturbances in the 
Church, to the ſcandal of religion, an 
the breach of brotherly love and union 
among Chriſtians. The intention of the 
Church, in appointing Confeſſions from 
the beginning, was to detect this ſpirit of 
error: and it was always thought neceſ- 
fary that it ſhould be detected, if poſſible, 
and the evil effects of it prevented by 
timely caution. I beſeech you, brethren, 
— ſaith 


(45; -) 
faith the Apoſtle, mark them which cauſe 
dibiſions and offences, contrary to THE 
DOCTRINE which ye have learned *, And 
upon another occaſion he commands the 
Chriſtians in the name of the Lord Feſus 
Chrijt, which expreſſion amounts to an 
adjuration, to withdraw themſelves from 
every brother who walketh diſorderly, and 
not after the TRADITION received from 
us*. For ſecuring this fradition he pre- 
{ſcribes the following method to the Clergy: 
Charge fome that they teach na other doc- 
trine*. We take our Confeſſion to be ſuch 
a charge as this, practically applied to all 
the teachers of the Church: and if the 
Author can inſtruct us how to apply it in 


ſuca a manner as better to ſecure the ed | 
of it, which is apeſtolical tradition, or the 1 
faith delivered to the Saints, every friend to 1 


true religion will give him thanks for his 

advice. In the mean time, we are well 1 
aſſured, that no one good purpoſe can 8 
ever be anſwered * withdrawing it. 
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But e all that can be 


| urged from the commands of the Scrip- 
ture, or the neceſſities of the people, our 

_ cauſe is but a loſt one at laſt; and for this 

reaſon, © Certain it is, in ſo far as the 


Laity are allowed not to be bound by theſe 
Church Confeſſions, t the point of right to 


eſtabliſh them is fairly given up *.” But 
if the Laity are bound in common with 
the Clergy, then this right is not fairly 
given up. Let us conſider whether they 
are or not. The Laity can be allowed to 
be not bound only in ſo far as they do not 
ſubſcribe the Confeſſion of the Church. 


But if they are not bound becauſe they do 


not (ſubſcribe, then it will follow, that the 
Clergy are bound only becauſe they do ſub- 
ſcribe. And to what doth this ſubſcrip- 
tion bind them? To the belief of the 
true God, the Maker and Preſerver of all 
things; of the divine authority of the 
Scripture ; of eternal ſalvation by Teſus 
Chriſt; of the benefit of the ſacraments ; 
the neceſſity of . works, &. In a 


: p. 28, 


word, 


F % onde hin it one is 


* ”- 


Wot Ry ny” 


("87-1 
word, it binds them to a ſummary of their 
Chriſtian faith. But if they had not /ub- 
ſeribed it, they had been free from all obli- 


gation ; that is, they need not have been 
Chriſtians. Either this is true, or the 
Laity are bound to our Church Confeſſions, 
though. they do not ſubſcribe them. To 


keep the Clergy ſteady to their profeſſion, 
ſome preſent obligations are added to ſpi- 
ritual conſiderations; but no man can ima- 
gine that the latter became void by the 


introduction of the former. The laws of 


every Chriſtian ſtate inflict temporal penal- 
ties on the breach of the eighth command- 


ment: yet the eighth commandment is of 


force with them or without them; and there 


will be a reckoning upon that account in 
the other world, if there is none in this. 


The ſame is true in all other caſes, where 


the laws of God are farther ſecured by 


the human ſanctions of emoluments on 


the one hand, or penalties on the other. 


But his reaſoning implies, either that the 


former are made void by the latter, or, 
that no man is bound, unleſs he is bound 
by 42th; therefore, to argue with him a 
NO, — little 
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little in his own way, it is not clear that 


the Laity are free from all obligation, 


even by the preſent diſcipline of the 
_ eſtabliſhment; ſubſcription being required 
of thoſe Laymen, whoſe conduct is ſup- 
poſed to have any particular influence upon 
religious ſociety; as of graduates in the 
Univerſities, many of whom continue in 
lay profeſſions as long as they live; and 
of all ſchoolmaſters, of whom the majo- 
ity, I believe, are Laymen. With the 
Articles of Edward VI. a Catechiſin was 
enjoined © by public authority, (probably 
without conſulting the private judgment of 
the c/hi/dren who were to learn it) that the 
Laity might be brought up in the ſame 
principles as were ſubſcribed by the Clergy. 


The Catechiſm, as it now ſtands in the 


Book of Common- Prayer, is part of an 
act of parliament, and contains, in ſhort, 
the ſubſtance of what is expreſſed more 


at large in the Articles. And morcover, 


if the obligation of the Laity is thought 
of while they are children, it is not for- 


> Strype's Memorials, vol. ii. p. 420. 
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gotten or given up ſo long as s they live: 


For let us aſk, Why is the Clergyman 
bound to thoſe particular doctrines ex- 
preted i in the Articles ? Becauſe the con- ; 


(3346: 


; trary docttines are not fit to be preached 


to the laity. Thus the public authority, 


which requires ſubſcription, hath confi- 


dered the Laity as the end, and the Clergy 


as the means; and, in ſo doing, could 


never intend that the Laity ſhould” be 
without obligation. Had this writer con- 
| fidered the caſc, before he undertook to 


pronounce upon it, he might have ſpared 


his ſarcaſm upon the Clergyman, as being 


obliged to teach doctrines, which the Layman 


is not obliged to believe or to praftiſe. The 
Laity are not indeed generally called upon 
to ſubſcribe, nor are they generally re- 


quired to ſwear allegiance to the govern- 


ment; yet they are no more allowed to 
be without obligation in the one caſe than 


the other. 80 long as the law of God is 


in force, they are bound 7n foro conſcientiæ, 


without ſwearing or ſubſcribing at all; 
and muſt anſwer it to the ſupreme law 
giver, if they diſturb the State with 


E treaſon, 


pr 

treaſon, or the Church with falſe doc- 
trine. : 1 5 
Our Author would have looked upon it 
as an inſtance of great diſingenuity in 
ſome zealot of the Church, had he found 
ſuch an one pleading againſt himſelf, on 
a ſuppoſition that the Laity are not bound ; 
and then railing at him, on a ſuppoſition 
that they are bound; and all this in the 
ſame page. Yet this is his own practice; 
and let the reader judge whether his words 
do not amount to a proof of it. 8 A law 
inducing men to profeſs, by a ſolemn act, 
that their RELIGIOUS OPINIONS are what 
they really are not, is no mark of charity 
in any Church.“ This /aw, as the reader 
will find, if he turns back to the pre- 
ceding page, is the feſt-ad; the men he 
ſpeaks of, are Laymen ; the religious opinions 
they profeſs by a ſolemn act, are the opini- 
ons of the Church of England; theſe opi- 
nions are expreſſed in her Creeds and Ar- 
ticles: to theſe the Laity are bound by 4 
| folemn a&; and thus he complains of an 


iP. 28. 


| obligation, 
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obligation, which he ſuppoſes, at the ſame 
time, not to exiſt! caſting all the re- 
proach upon the Church. But the Church 
does not make as of parliament z they 
are made by the State, for its own ſecu- 
Tity, in common with that of the Church. 
Papiſts, on pretence of religion, will over- 
throw a State which 1s Proteſtant ; and 

Calviniſts have once overthrown the State, 
for being epiſcopal. This law, he ſays, is 
no mark either of 407/dom or charity ; but 
experience will make every body oi/e, if it 
is not their own fault; and where ſelf- 
preſervation is thought neceſſ iary, charity 
begins at home. 
His definition of this act 1s hike thoſe 
many other deſcriptions of men and 
things, with which they who will read 
his book may be better acquainted, if they 
defire it. The teſt-act is a law obliging 
men to profeſs that their religious opi- 
nions are what they really are; not what 
they are not. When an oath is preſcribed 
by the law, it 1s not intended that men 
ſhould wear falſely, or that they ſhould 
prophane the Bible, by profeſſing upon it 
E 2 a faith 
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a faith and hope which they have not. If 
they make this act a ſnare to themſelves, 
their own infidelity, or want of con- 
ſcience, is in fault, and not the wiſdom 
or charity of the Government under which 
they live. There is no law, how juſt or 
facred ſoever, which ill men cannot find 
ways of affronting or eluding to their own 


condemnation; and his way of ſtating the 


laws would make them all equally ridicu- 


lous. For the inducement he ſpeaks of is 


not in the law, but in the advantage 
which a wicked man hopes to get by 
breaking or abuſing the law. If the ze/t- 
act were changed into a law, requiring 
men to profeſs that they believe the Scrip- 


ture to be the word of God, a biſhopric, 


a deanry, or even an arc/hdeaconry, might 
poſſibly induce an Infidel, who hath no 
religion at all, to make the uſual profeſ- 


lion. If this ſhould appear, the Author 


might then argue for the repeal of it, as of 


a ſcandals law. inducing men to profeſs 


that their religious opinions are What they 


are not: and a few ſuch arguments, ap- 


plied in their proper extent, would ſerve 


7 
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to unhinge all the law and order that is 
now in the world. 


The late Biſhop of Wincheſter, as he is 


pleaſed to inform us in the ſame page, has 


#þ thoroughly d: 1ſcufſed and cleared up this 


ſubject of the teſt- act, that there is no 


danger it ſbould ever be thrown into con fu- 


ion again. The late Biſhop of Wincheſter 


is an author whoſe principles and reaſon- 
ings the writer of the Confeſſional hath 


copied very cloſely in many reſpects; and 


if we are but ſo civil as to take him for an 
oracle, againſt all the remonſtrances of 
private judgment, the conſequences would 


be very favourable to himſelf, and fave 


him a great deal of trouble. If any rea- 
der ſhould be curious to know how this 
{ Biſhop ſucceeded in di/cuſſing and clearing 
| «þ every thing, I would adviſe him to read 
over Mr. Law's Third Letter to the 
Biſhop of Bangor ; and if he is a lover of 
truth, reaſon, Chriſtianity, and a clear 
ſtyle, I can promiſe him much inſtruction, 
not without the mixturc of a little di- 
verſion. 
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Sorte friends of the Church have de- 


fended the right of eſtabliſhing Confeſ- 
nons upon the principles of z7/ty and ex- 
pedience ; which bring us back again to 


the principle of ſelf-preſervation, with 


which we began. For if a lawleſs liberty 


to pervert the word of God is attended 


with any danger to religious ſociety, a ri ght 
to provide againſt it by lawful means may 
be inferred naturally enough. Our Au- 


thor repreſents the matter thus: “ But, 
ſay ſome men, if there be an expedience 


in Confeſſions of Faith, we may infer a 


right to eſtabliſh them, though concern- : 


ing ſuch right the Scripture ſhould be 


ſilent. This plea he endeavours to con- 
fute, by blackening the Clergy, as a ſet of 
men upon whom this teſt of orthodoxy is 
not found to anſwer ſo well as might be 


wiſhed; many things being written and ut- 


| tered, with all freedom, by a1 iffertnt perſons, 


equally. irreconcileable to each. Alert as well 


as to the Orthodox Confeſſs Wn. Many ſuch 


things are written in the Conf Monal, with 


p. 28. 3 p. 31. 
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as much freedom, and heat too, as we ſhall 


generally meet with; therefore, if the 
writer of that book is a ſubſcribing mem- 


ber of the Church, I hope he will be 
pleaſed to take his own ſhare of his o] n 


accuſation. But he cannot ſeriouſly argue, 
that a regulation ceaſes to be expedient, 


only becauſe men have the aſſurance to 


break through their own engagements. 


At this rate there ought to be no regula- 


tion at all; and his objection will con- 


clude as ſtrongly againit the Bible as 


againſt the Articles. Many things are 
written and uttered by different perſons, 
equally irreconcileable to each other, as ell 
as to the orthodox Confeſſion ; and, by con- 
lequence, equally irreconcileable to the or- 


thodox Scripture 1tfelf, unleſs it hath re- 


vealed to us contradictory propoſitions. 
Chriſtians of different denominations, who 
have all received the ſame Scripture in 


common, are as irreconcileable in their 
treatment of the Scripture, as it is poſ- 


ible for the members of this eſtabliſh- | 
ment to be in the liberties they take with 
the orthodox Confeſſion ; and the ſcandal 
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is as great upon one of theſe as the other. 
Yet he exclaims, as if our Confeſſion was 
quite overſet by this vain obiection: 


* What now 1s the utility or expedience | in 


this affair of ſabſcription, which will 
atone for the {candal brought upon Chriſti- 


anity by this unſcriptural article of Church 
diſcipline? When the laws of any ſociety 


are broken, a ſcandal is thereby brought 
upon its profeſſion; but no ſocicty ever 
Hit upon the expedient of removing that 
ſcandal by ſetting their laws aſide. A 
while ago he repreſented the ret as an in- 
ducement to break through the teſt : fo 
here, inſtead of charging the candal upon 
the tranſgreſſors of the law, whoſe pro- 
per buſineſs it is to find ſome atonement 
for it, he caſts upon it the law itſelf. 


Our bleſſed Saviour ſaith, Wo unto tie 


world becauſe of offences : but by our Au- 


thor's rule he ought to have ſaid, Wo unto 
Fe Goſpel becanſe of off ences ; it being as | 


equitable and proper to impute all the 


 ſeandal of worldly wickedneſs to the Go- 


ſpel, which forbids it, as to father all the 
ſcandal 


("37 -) 


_—_- of heterodoxy upon the orthodox 
Confeſſion. 
That this article of our diſcipline is un- 
ſcriptural, doth not appear. We are not, 
indeed, commanded in ſo many words to 
ſubſcribe the Articles of the Church of 
England: but the miniſters of the Church 
having received the Chriſtian faith, are 
commanded in the Scripture to keep that 
which 15 committed to their truft © ; there- 
fore, if our Confeſſion comprehends that 
faith which the Apoſtles delivered to the 
Church, it ought to be Lebt: fo far as it 
varies from that faith, it ought to be cor- Wl. 
rected; but to drop it in form would be = 
to declare in fact, that its doctrines are not 
true; and, conſequently, that the mem- | 
bers of this Church (whatſoever might i 
be advanced to the contrary in a preamble) 
are releaſed from their obligation to the 
word of God, out of which thoſe doctrines 
are extracted; which would. be a very un- 
ſcriptural proceeding, and have conſe- 
quences fatal to Chriſtianity, though it 
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may appear very promiſing to this gentle- 
man, and the whole Socinian fraternity. 
The preſent method of preſerving our 
faith by a ſubſcription, is no more con- 
trary to any precept of the Scripture, than 
the repeating of an amen at the end of the 
Creed or the Lord's Prayer. This act 


may indeed be rendered even ſinful, by 


the ſinfulneſs of the matter ſubſcribed ; 
but if the matter ſubſcribed is ſcriptural, 


the ſubſcription by which we aſſent to it 


will be fo too; unleſs it is wrong for a 
man to declare that aſſent with his pen, 
which it is his duty to declare with his 
lips. This part of his objection. then 
will be ſomething or nothing, as the doc- 
trine of our Confeſſion ſhall appear to be 
true or falſe. 
Our Author's next attempt is to render 
all Confeſſions of faith impracticable and 
_ ridiculous, by ſetting the rights and pro- 
ceedings of Proteſtant Churches againſt 
one another: And thus he argues; Let 
us ſuppoſe that Proteſtant Churches have 
ſuch a right, cach within its own con- 
fines ; the queſtion is, how ſhall one 


Church 
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Church exerciſe this right, without en- 
croaching on the right of another?“ 
Here he lays down a ſuppoſition, and de- 
parts from it immediately, without having 
_ patience to make a ſingle period conſiſtent. 
His ſuppoſition and queſtion, if com- 
pared together, will make juſt as good 
ſenſe as if I ſhould ſay, Let us ſup- 
pole that every maſter of a family hath a 
right to walk about his own houſe; the 
queſtion is, how he ſhall do this, without 


breaking into the houſe of his next neigh- 


bour ?” He begins with ſuppoſing their 


rights to be ſeparate, and circumſcribed. 
by thieir own confines ; then raiſes a queſ- 


tion, which is no queſtion at all, unleſs 
their rights extend beyond their confines. 


There is the ſame perplexity in what fol- 


lows: © All particular Churches are co- 
ordinate ; they have all the ſame right in 
an equal degree.” This, we muſt ob- 
ſerve, according to the ſtate of his argu- 


ment, is within their own confines ; and, in 


the next paragraph, he grants, as expli- 
citly as need be, that Heir powers are li- 
mited by their ſituation, and extend not be- 
* F. 33. 5 
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yond their own departments. Vet he raiſes 
_ difficulties, as before, by ſuppoſing their 
rights to interfere with one another; and 
declares, he © does not ſee how it is poſ- 
ſible for any Church to exerciſe this right, 
where ſhe eſtabliſhes doctrines inconſiſtent 
with thoſe of other Churches, without 
abridging thoſe Churches of their right to 
eſtabliſh their own doctrines.” If theſe 
latter doctrines are /a/ſe doctrines, their 
right to eſtabliſh them is already abridged 
upon other principles: if they are true, 
co-ordinate powers can be under no com- 
mon obligations to one another, but by 
common conſent; otherwiſe they are not 
coordinate. . . 

He hath here confounded two caſes, 
which ought to have been carefully di- 
ſtinguiſhed ; and in this confuſion lies the 
whole merit of his argument. For Pro- 
teſtant Churches may either act ſeparately 
for themſelves, within their own con- 
fines, as he pretended at firſt to ſuppoſe ; 
or they may act for the whole body of 
Proteſtants at large. If they a& in this 
latter capacity, they cannot act authorita- 
1 nel 


( 
tively, unleſs they act jointly, or, as he 
expreſſes it, without the unanimous conſent 
of all the reſt: but the Author muſt have 
known that this was not the caſe he had 
before him. Did the Church of England 


ever pretend that preachers in France or 


Denmark are bound to quality themſelves 


by ſubſcribing the Engliſh Confeſſion, and 


confining themſelves to the uſe of the Eng- 
liſh Liturgy ? The contrary is expreſly de- 


| clared i in the Preface to the book of Com- 


mon Prayer“ In theſe our doings we 
condemn no other nations, nor preſcribe 
any thing but to our own people only.” 
Such an extent of power is indeed aſ- 


ſumed by the Church of Rome; but it is 


an abſurd uſurpation, and was never 
claimed by any community of Proteſtants ; 
vrho well know that they cannot act for 
other Churches, but ſo far only as they 
can aſſiſt in a general council. 
One national Church, then, cannot act 


for another, upon this very principle, that 
they are co-ordinate : but it cannot hence 


be inferred, that national Churches have 

no power to act ſeparately for themſelves. 

The kingdoms of Europe are co-ordinate 
4 : kingdoms, 
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kingdoms, and, as ſuch, cannot a& for 


the whole, unleſs they act in confederacy: 


Tf it ſhould follow, as in the logic of 7he 
Confeſſional, that they cannot, upon this 


principle, act for their own ſecurity at 


home, then it would appear, as perhaps 


the Author intended it ſhould, that co- 


ordinate power is 79 power, and that there 


ought to be no ſuch thing as authority ; 


upon earth, either civil or eccleſiaſtical. 


To prepare his readers for this looſe way 


of thinking, he obſerves, that no Church 
can have a right to eſtabliſh any doctrines 
but upon a ſuppoſition that they are cue. 
If the doctrines eſtabliſhed in one Church 
are true, the contrary doctrines eſtabliſhed 
in another Church muſt be falſe; and no 
Church will contend for a viglit to eſta- 


bliſh Falſe doftrines *.” He hath a ſtrange 


art of throwing a cauſe up into the air, 
and contriving the matter ſo that it always 
falls upon its back ; whereas a fairer writer 
would ſometimes ſuffer it to light upon 


its legs. He might have ſaid, with as 
much truth, and much more ingenuity, 


that zf the doctrines eftabliſhed in one Church 
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are falſe, the contrary doctrines eftabliſhed in 
another Church will be true; and every 
Church has a right 20 e/tabliſh true dofrines. 
It is judiciouſly obſerved, by the learned 
and reſpectable writer of the Three Let- 
ters”, that this objection ſtrikes as deeply 
at the rights of private judgment in indi- 
viduals, as at the authority of ſeparate 
Churches : for if the doctrines believed 
by one perſon are true, the contrary doc- 
trines believed by another will be falſe ; 
and no perſon will contend for a right to 
believe falſe doctrines ; conſequently, no 
| perſon can have a right to believe any 
doctrines, but with the unanimous con- 
ſent of every other perſon : beſides, to 
uſe another of his arguments, how can 
any one perſon, more than any one Church, 
uſe his own private judgment, without en- 
croaching on the right of another's private 
judgment? If theſe reaſonings are thus 
carried to their natural iſſue, private rights 
as well as public will fall before them, 
and religious perſuaſion can no more be 
ſupported 1 in individuals than in ſocieties. 


See Letter II. p. 72. 
Men 
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Men may be miſtaken, and ſocieties may 
be miſtaken; but the rights of one ſociety 
are no more affected by the miſtakes of a 
foreign ſociety, than the rights of private 
judgment in any one man at London is af- 
fected by the groundleſs determinations of 
another at York. If any one foreign ſo- 
ciety may be admitted as a check upon. 
eſtabliſhments here in England, why not 
another? Papiſts are of the human ſpecies; 
not only inveſted with the common rights 
of reaſon and private judgment, and as 
ſuch upon a level with thoſe at Geneva, 
but they alſo produce texts of Scripture, 
in their own ſenſe, for all their innova- 
tions. As they admit doctrines contrary | 
to our doctrines, and both cannot be true, 
we ought to eſtabliſh nothing, leſt, in con- 
tradiction to the Nope, we ſhould eſtabliſh 
falſe doctrine. 

It was aſſerted above, that all FOE 
Churches are co- -ordinate ; they have all the 
fame right in the fame degree. If theſe 
particular Churches are national Churches, 
ſubſiſting under the laws of independent 
countries, the afſertion 18 true; but it i» 

extended 
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extended to an extravagant latitude in the 
Confeſſional, and comprehends under the 
name of Churches all the different parties 
or denominations of ſeCtaries in Ve ſame 
Proteſtant ate“. I beg leave to ſpend 
ſome time upon this poſition, becauſe it is 
of great conſequence, and will ſhew the 
depth of this writer's eccleſiaſtical po- 
lity. 
Let us aſk then, in the firſt | plies: 
| whence this co-ordination of Churches in the 
| ſame Proteſtant ſtate is derived? Not from 
| the form and doctrine of the apoſtolical 
Church in the primitive ages, nor yet 1 
from the principles or practices of this i 
Church at the Reformation. To derive _ 4 
it from the former of theſe, is to ſuggeſt if 
that Chriſtianity made its public entry in- 
to the kingdoms of the world under the A 
different forms of the Anabaptiſts, the iq} 
| Calviniſts, the Quakers, the Independents, _=_ 


— 


. 
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£ the Racovians, &c. &c. That all theſe ll 
. forms were thrown down before the ma- | 


' IF giltrate, for him to pick up which he bl 
3 „„ id 
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liked beſt, and that there was nothing but 

| | Fancy to dire& him in his choice. Had pla 

this been a fact, the co-ordination here 
ſpoken of had been of ſome authority, 
and Chriſtianity itſelf would have done Ch 
what its perſecutors could never accom- pro 
pliſh: for nothing but everlaſting oppo- but 
ſition and aol could have ariſen from | 
the co-equality of ſuch an heterogeneous TPO 
inſtitution. But in reality the faith and doe: 
polity of the Chriſtian Church, for the two dead 


or three firſt centuries, had but one face i An 
all over the world; therefore, a ſuppoſed | bein 
| co-ordination in favour of all ſects, can an 
| | | find no precedent in this ſtate of the | 

i Church. g | 
ll - | Neither can it be 1 0 80 from our Re- tha 

i formation of Popery : for the epiſcopal FF en 
( Church of England was a Church of mae 
| Chriſt before the Reformation, though a | s 
corrupt one; as a man is ſtill a man, Þ gall 


though he is blind and ſcorbutic. The Papi 
co-ordinate principle, therefore, muſt ſup- C 
poſe, with the Papiſts, that the Church [OG 
of England was then annihilated, and 


that {ome new thing ſtarted up in the 
place 
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place of it, of the ſame date and autho- 
rity with all the other novel forms we 
have amongſt us. Our adverſaries of the 
Church of Rome have labourcd hard to 


| prove that this Church is, in this reſpect; 
but upon a footing with one of her own 
ſectaries, that they may bring a ſcandal 
| upon the epiſcopal Reformation. But it 
does not follow that this Church had been 
dead and buried, becauſe it was reformed. 
A man may be cured of a leproſy without 
being firſt killed. Our Author, however, 
grants as much as the Papiſts will require. 
6 This co-ordination, he obſerves, muſt be 
admitted upon the genuine grounds of ſopa= 
| ration From the Church of Rome. But theſe 
genuine grounds are no more than the 
| imaginary grounds which he hath ſubſti- 
tuted inſtead of the true ones: for here 
; again I muſt remind the reader, that the 
| Papiſts have never failed to charge all the 
wild extravagances of ſome hot- headed 
Proteſtants upon the genuine principles of 
the Reformation. They call it, as this 


7 P. 33. 
F 2 writer 
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writer doth, a ſeparation; and inſtruct their 


eople, that all other ſeparations, indeed 
all the contuſion that can be ſet on foot 


with pretence of religion, may be juſtified 


upon the ſame grounds. But in anſwer both 


to the Papiſts and this gentleman, it muſt 


be remembered, that there was a time when 
they who called theinſelves Roman Catho- 
lies, came in great numbers toour churches, 
and had no objection to conformity with 


us as a true Church, till the Pope terri- 


fed them with an interdict, and excom- 


municated Queen E/izabeth*,, But what 
is more to the purpoſe, our Refortiation 


can never be improved into a ſeparation, 
analagous to that of the ſectaries, but by 
allowing the ſupremacy of the Pope over 


the Enzliſh Biſhops to have been legal. 


Grant the validity of that ſupremacy, and 
then our Reformation was a ſeparation, 
that is, a ſchiſm ; becauſe it was a revolt 


from law ful authority. No man will fay, 
that in caſe the Church of Rome had re- 


formed its own errors without canſuking 


See Strype's Annals, or Collier Ecel, Hik, vol. ii. 
p. 436. 
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the Archbiſhop of Canterbury, it would 


have been guilty of a ſeparation. No 
more were we guilty of a ſeparation 
in reforming our errors, without ſtaying 
for the Pope's conſent : for his ſupremacy 


being an uſurpation, that 1s, a nullity, 1t 


can make no real difference between theſe 


two caſes. 


We are now to conſider how this co- 
ordinate principle affects the eſtabliſhment. 


It manifeſtly requires, as the Author pro- 
ceeds to aſſure us, that the ſame /beriy 


(of being eſtabliſhed by public authority) 


ſhould be allowed to all claimants ; 


| Whereas it is in fact allowed to more: 
I than one Church in the ſame Proteſtant 


| Pate. In every fate ſome one party has 


| handed, &c.* There needs little more 
| to ſhew the abſurdity of this new c- 
ordinate principle, than that it requires im- 


poſſibilities: for the congregational form is 


| inconfiſtent with that of the Q 


both are inconſiſtent with the Prefjoyterian ; 


| and all with the epiſcepat Church, To 


t P. 34. 
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ſtabliſh all, would be to confound all; 


and the very attempt would make public 
authority and public religion ridiculous. 
All that can be done is to eſtabliſh one, 
and tolerate the reſt; and this is done al- 


ready. The Church aflents to the tolera- 


tion of the other forms, though none of 


them would aflent to the toleration of the 
Church; and it would indeed be as un- 
natural to expect it, as that the leſs ſhould 


comprehend the greater, or that kingly 


government ſhould be endured under a es © 
publican uſurpation. Every ſtate will na- 
turally eſtabliſh that religion which itſelf 
| profeſſes 3 NOT can any other have the eſta- 
bliſhment, till ſomething ſuperior to the 
Hate is introduced; that is, till the ſtate is 


changed, and the government overturned. 
The ſtate may have prejudices, and eſta- 
bliſh a ſpurious form of religion; there- 
fore, we never plead the eſtabliſhment as 
an argument of the truth of our pro- 


feſſion. 


The Church of England being no fa- 


yourite, in any reſpect, with this writer, 


he hath indulged his contempt for that ſo- 
ciety, 


U 71.) 


cry; by throwing i it into the lump amongſt 


other profeſſions, under the common title 


of a party; and he hath ſome reaſon: for 


then it may be aſked, Why not one party 
as well as another? Thus he ſets up the 


right of all, that no right may be found 


in any; and pleads for all, that he may 
overturn all, and leave nothing eſtabliſhed 
in their room : for co-ordinate right is co- 
ordinate confuſion; - it is impefium in im- 


Verio, which hath always been reckoned 


an abſurdity, if the powers claimed are 
the ſame in kind. If I have a right over 
any man, and he hath alſo a nad over 
me, and our principles are at A. ſame 
time irreconcileable; ; nothing can be ſet- 
tled to the world's end. Therefore, a 


right Was originally lodged ſomewhere, or 
Teſus Chrift muſt be ſuppoſed to have 
planted no Church upon earth. There 


was certainly a right, when St. Paul ſaid, 
*« Remember them which have the rule over 
you, who have ſpoken unto you the word 

of God; whoſe faith follow.” And again, 
in the ſame chapter, — Obey them 
'F:4 that 
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e 
that have the rule over you, and ſubmit 
yourſelves '” And if there was an origi- 
nal right with the Church and its rulers, 
it is the duty of Chriſtians to conſider 
whether that right 1s now remaining , and 
where it is te 55 found; or, if it is not 
found, it ought to be ſhewn very clearly 
| when and how it came to be loft, At pre- 
ſent, however, the terms of our ſubject 
lead us to enquire when the Church of 


England ſunk into the character of a co- 
ordinate party, ſuch as this Author now 


finds it. Was it a party at the Reforma- 
tion, that is, a faction under itſelf? O 


did the act of Reformation, as be Papit | 


object, tranſmute it into a party ? If not 
this, was it rendered ſuch afterwards, by 
the ſucceſsful uſurpation of a domeſtic 


faction? Then may good coin be ren- 


dered counterfeit, only by being trodden 
under foot, and Chriſtianity itſelf con- 


futed by perfecution. Then was the re- 


ſtoration of the epiſcopal form, which had 


? Heb, Xii. 7. 17. 


prevailed 


6493): 
prevailed from the days of the Apoſtles, 


the reſtoration of a party ; and the reſto- 


ration of the ſtate, which roſe and fell 


with the Church, being of the ſame reli- 


gion, muſt likewiſe have been the reſto- 


ration of a party. This diſcovery opens 


a very large field, which, if properly cul- 
tivated, will furniſh us with an entire new 


ſyſtem of ideas. A conſiderable branch 
of this ſyſtem is brought out to view at 


p. 316 of our Author's performance; 


where we are taught, by ſome examples 


of modern date, that if men write and 
act againſt the fundamental doctrines of 
religion, the faction which enſues is not 
chargeable upon thoſe men, but upon the 


authority which calls them to account for 
it, and upon all thoſe who preſume to act 


under the protection of the laws for the 


ſupport of our common faith. Thus 


when NMhiſen wrote againſt the Trinity, 
the faction was raiſed by the Univerſity of 
Cambridge, which expelled him. When 


Dr. Clarke made a like effort, the faction 
was in the orthodox. When Dr. Clayton 


1 made 


l 
made bis bloody ſpeech * againſt Athanaſius, 
the fadlion was in the Iriſh Houſe of 


Lords. And, by the ſame rule, when the 


Author of the Confeſſional, and his 


friends, ſhout againſt the Church and its 
doctrines, and rail at the preſent bench of 
biſhops in the public news-papers, doing 
what they are able to ſtir up all the ſpi- 


ritual malecontents of the kingdom againſt 


the Creeds, the Faction is not with them, 

but with the Author of the Three Letters, 
and all others who preſume to deliver their 
opinion of the Confeſſional with much leſs 
freedom than that writer hath treated the 


faith and diſcipline of the Church. A 


ſuction uſed to fignify a combination of bad 


men again lawful authority ; but in the 
preſent ſyſtem it means juſt the reverſe. 


To conclude this chapter, and connect 


it with what follows, I ſhall here inſert 


the words of Calvin, who, with all his 
averſion to Popery and unſcriptural impo- 


I call it ſuch, becauſe the ſpeaker told his audience, 


that Athanaſius awaded to his epiſcopal chair through an ocean 


of blood, If the reader will conſult Dr. Cave's Life of 
Athanaſius, he may learn who ſhed it, WT 
ww _ ſitions, 


„ 


1 


ſitions, hath confirmed, with much ſtrength. 


of reaſon, and in a very {mall compals, 

that claim which this writer bath taken 
Jo much pains to perplex and overthrow. 

Nos conlulitis, an adigendi fint ad fidem 


ſuam publice teſtandam, qui ſe in eccle- 
ſiam admitti poſtulant. Non videmus cur 


grave fit homini, qui inter ecclehe do- 
meſticos cenſeri vult, Chri/to capiti in ſoli- 


dum nomen dare; quod fer! non pol, UE 


niſi diſerte ſubſeribat ſincere pietati, & in- 
genue errores damnet, quibus finceritas reli- 
gionis corrumpitur. Jam errorum dereftatio 


fepe ex circumſtantid temporum pendet ; quia 


prout novas turbandi rationes excogitat Sa- 
tan, prudenter occurrere neceſſe eſt. Sci- 
mus quantopere nobis commendet Paulus 
unitatem ſpiritus in vinculo pacis. Porro 


ad fovendum et retinendum inter pios | 
cConſenſum, plus quam neceſſaria eft illa ſo- 


Tennis fidei profeſſio, denique quicunque 


oſtabunt ecclefiam Dei ſtare incolumem, 
non ægre ferent hoc adminiculo eam ful- 
ciri. Non putamus eſſe qui litem move- 
ant de generali illa profeſſione: ſed fri- 


geret 


rr a Sa aims 


WY 
geret illa, niſi indtè quiſque tam hare- 
ticis quam perverſis dogmatibus renunciet. 


Forbes Op. fol. vol. I. p. 4.98. 


CH A P. III. 


et on certain pretended principles 1 
e Reformation. 


H E Refrain a ſubject very 


much miſrepreſented by intereſted 


writers, having frequently been brought 


upon the ſtage, and reformation being the 
object of the Confeſional, I will go back 


again, and make ſome obſervations on the 


principles which our Author hath very in- 


juriouſly, and without referring to any 


ſingle authority, fathered upon the firit 
reformers. I ſhall, therefore, endeavour 
to ſhew, theſe are neither the principles 


of the Reformation, nor of the Scripture ; 


but that they are more probably borrow- 


ed from ſome modern improvers of the 
Reformation, of a very different temper 
| and 


1 
and perſuaſion from the firſt reformers of 
Popery. Theſe Principles are delivered by 
the Author, at the opening of his work : 


« When the Proteſtants firſt withdrew 


from the communion of the Church of 


Rome, the principles they went upon were 


ſuch as theſe : ee Chriſt hath by his 
Gojpel called all men unto liberty, the glo- 


rious liberty of the ſons of God, and reſtored 


them to the privilege of working out their 
own ſalvation by their own underſtandings S 
and endeavours *.” For this doctrine, as I 
obſerved above, we are referred only to 
the whole body of Proteſtants in the 


groſs; no particular writers of that claſs 
being cited upon the occaſion. We are, 
therefore, to take it as the doctrine which 


this Author hath adopted, and to conſider 


how far it is agreeable to truth. 
That Je Chri/? hath called all men to 
liberty, will readily be allowed as an ex- 


preſs declaration of his Goſpel. In what 


ſenſe the Scripture itſelf underſtands this 


liberty, we ſhall ſce preſently, In the 


2 Conf. p. 1. 
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Chri did likewiſe call all men to obe- 
dience and ſubjection for conſcience ſake ; 


| it in all the occurrences of his life; from 


his birth, which happened while his pa- 


his duty to the powers that were ſet over 
him; but commanded his hearers to ſub- 


ſhould not do after their works, becanſe 
theſe were very far ſhort of the perfection 
and purity preſcribed by their teaching. It 


is equally true, that the preſent governors 


Apoſiles, though they are none of them 
inveſted with miraculous powers : for the 
Scribes and Phariſees wrought no mira- 


from Moſes, who wrought many. They 


4 | LES 
| d Matth. xxiii. 2, © 


mean time, it is certainly true, that 22 
| and was himſelf the greateſt example of 


rents were attending a ſummons from the 
Roman Emperor, to his condemnation by 
Pontius Pilate. He abſolved no man from 


mit to the authority even of corrupt Scribes 
and Fee becauſe they ſat in Moſes's 
feat ©; only with this reſerve, that they 


of this Church fit in the ſeat of tlie 
cles; yet their authority devolved to them 


| — Were 
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Were alſo as diſtant from Maſes in point of 
time, as the preſent Church is from the 


age of the Apoſtles; and, I hope, as un- 
like to Maſes in their practical endow- 
ments, as the Biſhops of this Church are 
unlike to the Apoſtles, even in the eſti- 
mation of the Author of the Confeſſional. 

Now it would be wrong to ſuppoſe that 
Cheri was more ſolicitous concerning the 


peace, order, and diſcipline of the Jewiſh 
Church than concerning the government of 


the Chriſtian: for the ſake of which he in- 
veſted his diſciples with the ſame authority 


as was committed tohimſelf-- As my Father 


hath ſent me, even ſo ſend I you, &c.<: and 


he left with them this promiſe—Lo, I am 


401th you always, even unto the end of the 


world *; not with theſe individual perſons 
to whom he then ſpake, but with thoſe 


who ſhould ſucceed to their miniſtration 


in the Church: for yon, and your poſte- 
rity or ſucceſſors, mean the fame thing 1 in 
the language of the Scripture. Thus 
Jacob ſays to Foſeph,— ** God ſhall be 


© John xx. 21. 4 Matth. xxviii. 20. 
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with you, and bring you again unto 

the land of your fathers*; that is, with 
their children, who were brought out of 

Egypt four hundred years afterwards. 


- St. Paul hath a remarkable paſſage to the 
fame effect in his firſt Epiſtle to Timothy, 


I charge thee in the fight of God, 
and before Jeſus Chriſt, that thou keep 


this commandment without ſpot, and un- 


rebukable, until the appearing of our Lord 


Jeſus Chiriſt.“ Upon which text we have 
the following remark in Biſhop Overall's 
Convocation Book, p. 180. © It was im- 


poſſible for Timothy to obſerve theſe 


things ill the coming of Chiriſt, he being 
to die long before; therefore, the pre- 


cepts and rules which St. Paul had given 


unto him to obſerve in his epiſcopal go- 


vernment, did equally appertain, as well 
to Biſhops, his ſucceſſors, as to himſelf; 


and were to be executed by them ſacceſ- 
: froely after his death unto the world's end.” 

There- is no neceſſary connexion be- 
twixt the miraculous powers of the Apo- 


Sen. xlviil. 21. 
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ſtles, and their eccleſiaſtical commiſſion as 
rulers in the Church : for they wrought 


miracles with a view to thoſe only who 
did not believe“: but their authority, as 


miniſters of the Church, was committed 


to them for the ſake of thoſe only who 
were within the Church : and the occa- 
ſions of the people render the like mini— 
ſterial authority as neceſſary now as it was 
then 

The late Biſhop Conybeare is reflected up- 
on, for arguing from the confer? required 
by the Apoſtles to their doctrines, to the 
conſent required by ſucceeding Church- 
governors to /uman articles „ in what the 
Author calls his famors ſubſcription ſermon. 


It doth not appear that he hath done this, 


unleſs his text is taken for an argument of 
his ſermon : yet he might have done it 
very ſafely, the argument being allowable 
when properly expreſſed: otherwiſe it 
cannot be true, that Chrift, according to 
his promiſe, is with his Apoſtles (that is, 
their ſucceſſors) to the end of the world. 


f 1 Cor. xiv. 22, E P. 23. Note B. 
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If we : may have the libetty of expreſſi ing 
the argument in our own terms, rather 
than thoſe which the Author puts into our 
mouths, it will ſtand thus—The Apoſtles 
required a conſent to their doctrines; there- 
fore, their ſucceſſors may require A con- 
ſent to the fame doArines. The argument | 
hath now a very different face; and it 
will not be eaſy to anſwer it; becauſe it 
will be requiſite to point out and demon- 
ſtrate, that there is a diſagreement be- 
tween our preſent doctrines and thoſe of 
the Apoſtles delivered to us in the Scrip- 
ture; of which labour the Author is re- 


markably ſparing thoughout his whole 
performance ; quoting the Scripture but 
teldom, and then chiefly in a ſenſe of ac- 
commodation, as it furniſhes him with 


phraſes to expreſs his « own jeſts and far- 
caſms. 


Let us now examine to what ſpecies of 


liberty Chriſt hath called men by his 
Goſpel. And here, to guard againſt ſome 
falſe ideas of liberty, we may venture to 


affirm, that Chriſt never called any man 
to a liberty of rejeting his own laws, and 
denying 


. 


„ 


A fs bwn doctrines; and that there 
can be no ſuch thing amongſt Chriſtians, 
as a liberty againſt G04. I ſhould have 
thought it ſuperfluous to ſay this, had J 
not lately ſeen it maintained, in expreſs 
terms; by an advocate for reformation, and 
the advanceinent of primitive Chriſtianity, 
that no man ought to pay any ſubmiſ- 
fion to that doctrine and diſcipline which 
he Dots NoT LIKE.“ All the liberty of 
which I can find any account in the 
 Sctipture, is a deliverance from the bond- 
age of ; and a glorious liberty it is: 
but then it is ſuch as leaves a man the 
ſervant of righteouſneſs. There is an- 

other ſort of liberty, which ſets us free 
from the burthenſome yoke of the ſer- 
vices and ceremonies of the Moſaic law“: 
and there is likewiſe a liberty, which the 
ſervants of Jeſus Chriſt may plead upon 
| Juſt occaſions, and which was accord- 

ingly pleaded by many at the Reforma- 
tion: I mean, that of obeying God rather 
than man, Where the commands of the 
A Independent Whig, vol. II. p. 45. Rom. vi. 
18. 22. al. v. 1, 2, 3. | 
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latter are inconſiſtent with thoſe of the 
former. Yet this is more properly a ſtate 
of ſubjection to the laws of Zod, attend-- 
ed with the privilege of ſuffering ſhame for 
his name, than a ſtate of freedom from 
human authority: and indeed the Goſpel- 


ſtate, in whatever light we ſhall view it, 


provided we do not pervert and transform. 
it into ſomething elſe, will prove at laſt 
to be a ſtate of obedience. The firſt re- 


formers, that they might preſerve. their 
obedience to the divine laws, retained the 


: „ 5 3 a & - 
ſubſtance of religion as it was before; 


removing only the ſinful impoſitions and 


modern ſuperſtitions which had been in- 


troduced without any Warrant of Scrip- 
ture, or precedent of the pureſt ages; and 
the moſt zealous and forward amongſt 
them never extended Chriſtian liberty to 


matters of faith, but confined it to things 
in their nature different”, We meet 


4 9 :, 4 b 'S * 
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1 See AQs iv. 19. and v. 1. 


n Hzc indiflirentia\ ſunt, et in Accliſtæ libertate poſita. 
Calvin. Inſtit. lib. iv. c. 17. F 43. and Mr. Cruden in his 
Concordance (a book of more authority than ſome hundreds 
of Commentaries) defines the liberty of the New Teſtament 
: ; as 


8 wy 


1 

with none of theſe diſtinctions in He Con- 
effronal, though they were religiouſly at- 
tended to by the more learned and ſober 
ſort of Proteſtants, who did not then {et 
up a new ſyſtem, but corrected the new, 
as nearly as they were able, by the old: 
which is the duty of our Author to do, if 
he is infected with any unſcriptural novel- 
ties. And when he recommends liberty, 


he ought to make ſome proper reſervations 
an favour of obedience : for there is a wild 
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and dangerous ſpecies of liberty, which i ll | 
ſometimes takes upon it the name of con- 0 | 
ſcience, and in this diſguiſe treads under 1 vl 
foot the laws of God, and would ſoon 1 | 
aboliſh the very name of Chriſtianity, if 100 
it were left to its own ways. But let us U 


proceed with the ſuppoſed princi iples of che 


Reſor mation. 
« For the work of ſalvation ſufficient 
means are afforded in the Holy Scriptures, 


without having recourſe to tn doctrines 
and commandments of men.” 


gb ͤ p ih ⏑ m 
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as a poaber or freedom in uſing things indifferent : referring 
to the texts of 1 Cor, viii. 9, 10. 29. 
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The ſenſe which 1 preſume the Author 
to have intended in this place, is very 


looſely expreſſed. For means, as the word 


is generally applied by divines, ſignify the 


means of grace, or ſacraments of the 
Church ; which are indeed preſcribed by 
the Holy Scriptures, but cannot poſſibly 
be adminiſtered by them. Whence it 


comes to paſs, that every Chriſtian is 


' thrown into a ſtate of dependence ypon 
other Chriſtians by the very conditions of 


his religion, and cannot ſubſiſt as ſuch 
but in ſociety. And as the ſacraments can- 


not be adminiſtered without ſome form, 


which form is not ſet down for us in ſo 


many words by the New Teſtament ; ne- 
_ ceffity requires that it ſhould be ſettled by 
the governors of the Church, after the pat- 
tern of the beſt times. 
However, let us take theſe for the 
means of knowledge, and inſtruction in 
Chriſtian learning. Neither will this ſenſe 


agree with the principles of the firſt Pro- 


teſtants; if we may judge by their prac- 


tice, which is the ſureſt rule. For the 


| eus Confeſſion plainly diſcovers, i in the 
matter 


„ 


matter. of it, that the compilers had a par- 


ticular regard to the faith of the primitive 
Church; which the Author underſtands, 
| by the doctrines and commandments of men; 


and i is an enemy to all Confeſſions, chietly 
on account of their conformity with the 
doctrines of the firſt Chriſtians. In the 
conference at Worms, anno 1557, de 
normd judicii eccleſid, the Proteſtants aſ- 
ſumed, as the rule of their judgment, 
prophetica et apoſtolica ſeripta, cf SYMBOLA, 
Sc. not the Scripture alone, but the 
Scripture interpreted according to the faith 
: of the primitive Creeds“. 
Mr. Chillingworth, than whom no man 
ever argued with more earneſtneſs for the 
Bible as the only religion of Proteſtants, 
doth nevertheleſs allow to the Church, 
«an authority of determining contro- 


verſies of faith, according to plain and 


evident Scripture, and univerſal tradition; 

and that the Church is infa/lible, ſo long as 
it proceeds according to this rule. He 
affirms, that this tradition was valuable 


„ Matthi Theatr. Hidare. x p. 1072. 


. ſo 
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ſo long as the primitive Churches pre- 
ſerved their unity in matters of faith: 
which is the ground of that paſſage in 
Tertullian—Vartaſſe debuerat error Hccle— 


fiarums; quod autem apud muttos unum et, 


nm eſt erratum, ſed traditum *. Here the 
way of Papiſts and Proteſtants divides : 
{or they deduce their traditions down to 
the modern ages of the Church. We 
only fay, what is certainly both true and 


reaſonable, that the tradition Tertullian 


ſpeaks of, is as good now as it was then. 
All Proteſtants ever were, and now arc 


bound by their profeſſion to grant, that 
the Goſpel hath delivered us from the 


lloclriues and commandments of men, pro— 
perly ſo called, as certainly as from the 
vain traditions of the Scribes and Pha- 
riſees : but it hath not abſolved us from 
the prudence and caution, and indeed the 
common-ſenſe, which requires every be- 
liever to pay a proper regard to a ge- 


neral conſent amongſt the firſt and beſt 


„ Tertull. Preſcr, contr. Hæret. See Chillingworth, 
chap. ii. F 147. F162. 


Cheifians 


(1 


( 39. ) 


Chriſtians: nor did the Proteſtants think = 
ſo; as this Author, forgetting himſelf a 9 | 

little, hath taken care to inform us in the 116 
next paragraph but one; where he com- 0 
plains, that /e Reformers determined the 10 

one ſenſe of Scripture to be the ſenſe off — Il 
the primitive Church, that 1s, the ſenſe of | | | ji! 
the orthodox fathers, for a certain number of 10 
centuries. From theſe they took their inter- if | 
pretations of Ser tpture, and upon theſe they. hy | 


formed their rule of faith and dofrine, and 
fo reduced their refpetive Churches within 
the bounds of a theological ſyſtem. Did they 
ſo? and who were the Reformers then that 
ſet up private judgment and the Scripture 
independent of the faith of the primitive 
Church? The truth of the matter is, 
this principle of the Reformation is ſuch 
as the Author fnds; the other is ſuch as 
he thought proper to make, that there 
might be ſome foundation for his new ſu- 
perſiructure. 

He proceeds to inſtruct us, that Jann 
and conſcience are not to be compelled by man's 
authority. Whatever authority the Chriſtian 
ſocicty may be inveſted with, no Pro- 

teſtants 


F901: 
teſtants were ſo abſurd as to think that it 


could force any man to believe, and be 


boptized, and be /aved : for the Chriſtian 


lite is a work of choice, and a reaſonable 


ſervice, not to be extorted by any autho- 


rity, even of God himſelf; ſo that men 


muſt be gained over to the truth by ſuffi- 
cient evidence; yet not without the grace 
of God diſpoſing the heart to e e 
and admit of it. The Church adminiſters 


this evidence i in behalf of, its OWN injunc- 


tions: but be the evidence ever ſo juſt and 


cogent, it always will and muſt be in the 

power of men to reject it; as many did 
the preaching of the Apoſtles, and even 
of Chriſt himſelf : and they would again 


do the ſame at this day, were Chriſt and 


his Apoſtles to preach the doctrine of the 


Church of England in perſon, as they Wy 
do by their writings. 


When it is objected (in the next words) 7 


as a principle of the reformation, that the 
Church of Rome hath none other than human 
authority for the ſpiritual dominion fhe 
elaimeth, the aſſertion is too general to be 
true; and the.Papiſts will rather deſpiſe 


the 


(93-1 ö 
the Proteſtants who advance it, than be at | | 1 
the pains to anſwer them: for the Church Hi 
of Rome, in common with the Churches 1 
of France, England, and Abyſſinia, is ſo far wy 
inveſted with ſpiritual authority, as to I 
| have the commiſſion of Chriſt for baptiz- J 
ing, confirming, ordaining preachers, and 1 
adminiſtering the Communion 22 both | Witt if 
kinds, if ſhe would be ſo juſt to herſelf as 1 
to make uſe of it. For thoſe inventions 1 
of later times, which diſtinguiſh her from 904 
the primitive Church, ſhe hath indeed Wilt. 
none other than human authority, If | 1 f 0 
every kind and degree of ſpiritual domi- Wit 
nion is denied to the Church, then theſe [| (ſl 
diſtinctions will be of no value: and —_ 
therefore the Author points his reflexions _— 
either againſt the reformed Church of 1600. 
England, or the idolatrous Church of | | 
Rome, as his occaſions make it convenient. 4 ll 
il 


But the firſt Reformers, a few fractious 
and unreaſonable men excepted, were al- 1 


Ways inclined to do this Church more Wi 
juſtice. | 5 3 1 
The laſt article is as follows: The 1 
Church of Chriſt is congregated by the i 


word 1: 


2 ea ee EEE 


. 
word of God.“ This principle hath neither 
truth nor ſenſe : for the Scripture can no 


more congregate à Church, than it can 


adminiſter Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper: 
and it is a notorious fact, that the Church 


was congregated by Chrift and his Apoſtles 


before the Scriptures of the New Teſta- 
ment were written. Our bleſſed Lord or- 


dained his twelve Apoſtles, and his ſeventy 
_ diſciples, by his own perſonal act; and 
| appointed the twoſacraments of the Church 
while he was preſent with it. The Apoſtles 
appointed the order of deacons ſoon after 


the afcenſion; and the Church is now 


congregated by deſcent or ſucceſſion from 


that Church, which was originally con- 
gregated by Chriſt and his Apoſtles. Paul 


received his commiſſion from Heaven im- 
mediately : he /aid his hands upon Timothy, 
inveſting him at the ſame time with an 


authority to lay his hands * upon others ; 


and fo on to the end of the world. The 


ſame rule had obtained before in the 
Fewiſh Church, which was congregated 


% Tim . 6. 1 Tim v. 


by 


1 5 
by deſcent from the family of Auron and 


the tribe of Lew; and ſo it was under- | 4 | 
ſtood by Chriſt himſelf, who allowed the 108 


Scribes and Phariſees to fit in the ſeat of il 
Moſcs, though Mojes had been dead two 1 
thouſand years before. There is no other 10 
poſſible way of deriving any authority from Wh 


God, now he hath ceaſed to act perſonally ” i i 
in the Church, without being expoled to it 

| all the exceſſes of impoſture and licenti- _ 
ouſneſs. If the Church were con gregated, 1 ll 
as this writer imagines, in oppolition to iN ld 
reaſon and fact, any enthniialt, with the 0 
Bible in his hand, might form a ſociety, Fm 
| extra& a new ſet of doctrines, contrary in " 5 
every reſpect to the old, appoint new ſa- | Wil 
craments, plead c9-0rdimate rights, and fu- + | lt 
perſede the preſent Church upon Pro- | | | 
teſtant principles; that is, upon ſuch _ li 
principles as this gentleman, and the Pa- | | 
piſts, have falſely imputed to the whole fs 18 
body of Proteſtants. | | 
There are two other e Which Will 

the Reformers are allowed on all fides to It! 

| have maintained very expreſsly; but theſe TE 

are exhibited in the new ſyſtem s to 
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( 94 ) 
be condemned. The Author tells us, they 
* unhappily adopted certain maxims as ſelf- 
evident; namely, that here cod Be no 
edification in religious ſociety without uni- 
 formity of opinion; and that the true ſenſe 
of Scripture could be but one. The deſign 
of the Confeſfional 1 is ſo intimately affected 
by theſe two principles, that it was ne- 
ceſſary they ſhould appear under ſome diſ- 
advantage. But if the former of thetn is 
ſtrictly enforced by the Goſpel, and the 
latter evident to reaſon and common-ſenſe, 
the wnhappineſs with which they were 
adopted is rather to the Author himſelf 
than to the firſt Reformers. It is a de- 
termined point with St. Paul, that the 
Chriſtian ſociety is edified by love or cha- 
rity *, which is the end of the command- 
mente, or conſummation of Chriſtian vir- 
tue: and this writer's performance would 
yield us too pregnant a proof, though there 
were few others, that men do not /ovethoſe 
Chriſtians from whom they differ in opi- 
mon. e indeed 15e fab reresef the 


1 Conf. p. 3. Eph. iv. 16. 9 Tim, i i. 5. 
pacific 
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- pacific intention of the Goſpel, as ſtrife, 
wrangling, contention, envy, hatred, and 


malice ; all of which, by unhappy expe- 


rience, ſeem to ariſe more naturally from 
miſtakes and differences in religion, than 
from any other cauſes whatſoever : and it 
may have a foundation in reaſon, that the 


diviſion will be greateſt of all, when men 
are divided by that which ought to unite 


them the moſt. ——Happy, therefore, 
would it be for the world, if we could 
but once ſee men reconciled to that one 


religion (it cannot be more than one) 


which hath been delivered to them by 


Jiueſus Chriſt and his Apoſtles ! For as there 
is no enmity ſo reſtleſs and dangerous, as 
that which is generated by religious dif- 
ferences, ſo there is no friendſhip upon 


earth fo ſtrong and extenſive, as that 


which ariſes from religious agreement. 
So long as there is variety of opinion in 


the Church, there will be wrangling and 


- animoſity ; and under this ſtzte, our 
Maſter hath informed us, that his diſci- 
55 are ſearcely t to be diſtinguiſhed from 

unbe- 
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unbelievers and men of this world ©. Nor 
is it neceflary that the matter in agitation 
| ſhould be ſome of the higher doctrines of 
faith: for the ſmalleſt ſpark will be ſuf- 


cient to kindle a flame, which, howſo- 


ever low it may begin, will ſoon extend 


itſelf to the higher parts of the edifice. 
What altercations and heart-burnings have 
we ſeen in this country ! and how have 


| ſome conſciences been galled and over- 
burthened with the weight of this queſ- 


tion; Whether it is as lawful for a mi- 


niſter of C Hiriſti to appear in a garment of 


flax as in one of ſheeps-woo! A difference 


no more worthy of putting Chriſtian love 
to the trial, than that of ſume ſewiſh rabbies, 
whoſe conſciences (while they were ſwal- 
lowing a camel) could never be well ſa- 


tisfied concerning the preciſe number of 


white hairs which ought to determine a 
beaſt not to be a red Heiſer. 


So great was the diverſity of opinion 
amongſt ſome of the firſt Proteſtants, that 


it expoſed them heartily to the obloquy 


t John xiii. 35. 


and 


E 
and contempt of the Church of Nome. It 


broke them into ſects; ſome of which, 


as the Author deſcribes them in ſtrong 
terms, were ſcandals to all religion, and 
nuiſances to all civil ſociety. Their opi- 
nions as Proteſtants being neither re— 


ſtrained nor condemned by any general 


form of Chriſtian doctrine, the Papiſts 


had a favourable opportunity of calumni- 


ating the whole body as the maintainers 


of every hereſy, abettors of every ſedition, 
which Europe had heard of or ſeen in that 


generation. Such was the condition of 
the Proteſtants, by his own account, be- 
fore they were reduced to nn uniformity 
of opinion by the orderly eſtabliſhment of 
ſome common ſyſtem of faith. The Re- 
formers, therefore, having their eyes open 
to the plaineſt maxim of the Scripture, 
and ſeeing it thus confirmed by the expe- 
rience of their own time, would have 
been without excuſe, had they been ſo 


vain as to expect any ediſication in religious 


ſociety without uniformity of opinion. In 
B Conf. P: 4. 1 . 
II this, 
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2 
this, however, our Author cannot follow 
them: for why? the Biſhop of Claglier, 
in his Eſſay on Spirit, was of another 
mind; and his authority is introduced in 
the following manner: © I apprehend, 
fays Dr. Clayton, any attempt towards 
avoiding diverſity of opinion, not only to 
be an uſeleſs but impracticable ſcheme, 
In which I entirely agree with him ;“ 
and ſo do many others, with whom this 
Author, perhaps, would think it hard to 
be aſſociated. However, I am willing to 
own, that the firſt of theſe unhappily- 
adopted maxims is not of ſo much import- 
ance to religious ſociety, if the Author 
can make good his cenſure againſt the 
ſecond. For if the true ſenſe of Scripture 
can be more than one, men may differ in 
their religion, without departing from the 
truth; and in ſuch a caſe, but little danger 
is to be apprehended; unleſs this difference 


* p. 201. In another of his publications, he is ſo far from 
regarding the love of uniformity as a Chriſtian virtue, that he 
ſcoffs at it in the worthy writer of the Three Letters, as“ a2 
_ brain-fick anxiety for the ſafety and preſervation of ecc!:- 

Faftical prace /”” Occaſ. Rem. part i. p. 57. 


ſhould 
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ſhould be blended with a ſpirit of pride 
and oppoſition, which delights in miſ- 
chief. But how far this is poſſible, he 
hath not attempted to ſhew us; either by 


reaſon, or any pertinent examples from 
the Scripture itſelf. 


Different ſenſes may be either collateral | 


or contradictory. By collateral ſenſes, I 


mean ſuch as agree in effect, though they 


differ in terms; or ſuch as do not con- 
tradict any expreſs propoſition of the 


Scripture. Of theſe there may be dif- 


ferent ſorts, and all of them inoffenſive, 
at leaſt not attended with immediate dan- 
ger, provided the paſſage be obſcure, or 


the matter indifferent“. But of contra- 


dictory ſenſes, it is impoſſible that more 
tan one can be the true ſenſe; ſuch, for 


The texts relatiog to the /ecrt decrees of God, are of 
this ſort ; and therefore, the /ewpentecnth article of this 
Church is purpoſely left open, or inclining to a neutral 
ſenſe. This neutrality is very vehemently and diſingenu— 
ouſly oppoſed. in the Confe/onal ; though it hath been fre- 


_ quently proved by learned men in the cleareſt manner, 


There is no better account of it extant, than what is given 
by the learned writer of the 7 hree Letters. Fee Let, II. 
p. 160, Sc. | 
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example, as are given by h Author's | 5; 
friends on one ſide, and by the Church of FF &S/ 
England, in conjunction with the pri- e. 
mitive Church, on the other. It would ar. 
carry me far beyond my prefent deſign, if he 
I ſhould deſcend to particulars; which the me 
caſe doth not require, eſpecially as Dr. Bil 
Clarke hath ſaved me the trouble, by an the 
attempt fo reconcile the language of our il ry. 
liturgical forms to the ſenſe of Arianiſin; anc 
of which his readers could eaſily ſee the 1 4 
impropriety : and he diflerved the cauſe by refc 
it very much; for which he is blamed the 
in the ſixth chapter of the Confefſitnal, I do 
by the ſame perſon, who, in the courſe of i Anc 


the ſame performance, declares it to be his 
own private opinion, in oppoſition to the 
Reformers, that the Scripture (written 
with at leaſt as great preciſion as any hu- 
man forms) may have more rue ſenſes 
than che The liberty of private interpre- 
tation, for which he hath pleaded, muſt 
drive him cither Son this abſurdity, or 3 
another equal to it. For if the true ſenfe lives þ 
Can be but one, and he hath inſiſted on a 
right in every individual to put his ow? | inmeq 


ſenſe; 


i! | | 

( I 9 I ) | | 4 

Wilt 

144 

ene; ſuppoſing withal, after the Br ay on Witt 

 Spurit, that no two thinking men are agreed _ - na 

my in their opinion alaut any one of the —_ 

articles *; then it may come to paſs, that ith 

164 

he hath hee pleading for a right in nine Mater 

men out of ten to put ase /enſe upon their My 

Bible. Of theſe two evils he hath choſen 

3 | » "I 8 : it 14 

the former, as the more ſpecious in theo- WI 
ry; though in practice they are but one | 


and the ſame. 
To gain ſome credit to his own project of "Mi 


_ reformation, he hath ventured to furniſh A 
the Reformers with ſuch principles, as they THR 
3 | "IP 21408 | 
do not appear any where to have profeſſed, 104 
And where they are ſuffered to ſpeak their . 
own ſentiments, he pronounces them to | a 
have been unhapp) 1dopted. His ſcheme, 11 
5 2 | 1101 
therefore, is ſuch as can find no prece- "i 
dents, but with ſome of the rabble of the 1 
Reformation *, who either had no ſettled j q 
| a. B p. 4. | | 
* Such were Mun zer, Buckbold, Knipper dolin , SO Vers, 184 
q Dawid George, Kc. with whom a certain writer of r | - 14 
2 lives hath joined Arius and Mal omet: becauſe the firſt | a * 
4 Proteſtants who blaſphemed the Holy Trinity were found | (| 
| amongſt the tribe of Anabaptiſts. Private REVELATION. MN} 
2 immediattly from God, RU LIBERTY, the Recreation | 
3 H. o 
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6 
principles at all, or were made no account 
of; and ſo were not worth being: referred 
to as authorities. 


How far he is to be Wanted in + hike re- 
preſentation of the ſentiments of other 


perſons, will appear from the liberty he 
hath taken with Dr. Clarke, whoſe prin- 
ciples fall ſhort of our Author's ſyſtem, 


and ſtand in need of ſome correction : for 


which purpoſe he aſſumes, as we ſhall ſee, 


an expurgatorial authority. The Church, 
faith the Doctor, hath no legiſiative autho- 
rity. We agree to this likewiſe *.” When 


I confidered this paſſage, I was rather in- 


clined to ſuſpect, that however Dr. Clarke 
might be miſtaken in ſome other reſpects, 


he was rather more modeſt and diſcerning 


than he is here repreſented ; therefore 5 


of che xIix DOM of Jiſus Chr jt, and the reading of u 


book but the Bible only, were the fundamental principles 
by which theſe enthuſiaſts were carried firſt to error and de. 


luſion, and thence to rebellion, plunder, and maſſicre. 


ee the Apacahhpſis, publiſhed at the end of Rs View of 
all Religions, edit. iti. p. 5. 11. The like private rewvtla- 
ron Was pretended to by Soci nus. See the Fall Anſwer, p. 
85. bc 1 | 

* Conf, Pp. 179. 


turned 


rat 
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turned to the place quoted in the Author's 


margin, and found the following to be his 


real words: »The Church, in matters 
of doctrine, has no ſegiſlative power.“ 
Matters of doctrine, which are the ditcri- 


minating terms of the propoſition, are 


taken out of it; and when this experi- 
ment is made, it comes up to the Au- 
thor's intention. We all grant, in com- 


mon with Dr. Clarke, that the legiſlative 
power of the Church cannot extend to 
matters of doctrine for the power that can 


make a law can unmake it; and then it 
would follow, that the Church might diſ- 
penſe with any doctrine of the Scripture. 


Therefore the legiſlative power of the 


Church can reach only to forms, and cir- 
cumſtantials, and matters of diſcipline : 


but doctrines reſt wholly upon the power 


of God, and the authority of divine reve- 
lation. 


Though Dr. Clarke was not looſe enough 


in his principles, ſome other Reformers 
are to be met with, who have happrly 
adopted a ſet of principles which approach 
rather nearer to the plan of the Confeſſional 


H-q— than 
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than ſuch 'as occur in the writings of 


Luther, Calvin, Melanctſion, or any other 


learned perſon of that age: and I ſhall 


now exhibit a few of them (adding an 
occaſional note or two) from a work which 
came out ſeveral years ago as a public pa- 
per, under the title of “e Independent Whig, 
or a Defence of primitive Chriſtianity. If 
the reader can conſult that work, with- 
out having a ſurfeit from the firſt pages, 
lie may increaſe the following extracts to 
as great a length as he ROY hg No 

I. No man ought to pay any fobmiſ . 
ſion to that dine and diſcipline which he 
Bees 2 not like. Vol. II. p. 45 K. 


* This Ae in other language, no more than is pro- 
poſed (p. 16. of the Config.) as the principle which ought 
to have taken place at the Reformation; namely, that all 


teachers ſhould be left a: liberty to diſoaun whatever, afler 


proper examination, they judge inconſiſtent with the Scriptures ; 


1. e. every doctrine they do not like, or cannot believe: for 
What example we have of any ſingle perſon denying a doc- 
trine of the Scripture, without pretending to proper exami- 
nation? And the propriety of his examination muſt be ad- 


mitted in every caſe upon his own report; otherwiſe this 


propoſal can have no meaning, and will be over-ruled at 
the firſt ſtep. The natural conſequence of it muſt be ob- 
vious to every conſiderate perſon, The Ariaz will difown | 


the 7rinity—after proper examination: the Sacinian will 
diſown 


— — — — 
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2. No ſuch perſon in nature by the ap- 


pointment of the Scripture, as a Prieſt, or 


Ambaſſador of Jeſus Chrift. V. II. p. 152. 


. Jeſus Chri/? is ſole King in his own 
Kingdom ; ſole Lawgiver to and Judge 


of his own ſubjects in matters of con- 


ſcience, and which relate to their eternal 


ſalvation. Ihid. 123. 

4. There was virtue in the world be- 
FIERY there was orthodoxy in it; which 
hard, equivocal, prieſtly word has done 


more miſchief to mankind than all the 
tyrants that ever e or earth. V. I. 


p. 40. 


5. Chriſtian Prieſts have agreed in op- 


poſing the eternal principles of morality, 
or natural religion. The religion of theſe 


holy hirelings conſiſted in certain ab- 


diſown the Redemption after proper examination: the 


Quaker will diſown the #wwo Sacraments and the Reſurrec- 


tion after proper examination, &c. Thus we ſhall 


find all Chriſtianity diſowned by parts—after proper exa- 
mination ; and, if this {cheme were to be adopted, muſt. 


be contented with a Church whoſe whole religion is diſ- 
owned upon principle. And to what good end? Why, 
Popery would then wiſibly decline, and the true ends of the 
- a be fully anfvered. See 71d. 


ſrufe 
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6. God was King 5 the len. in vir- 


tue of a contract at Horeb : and without a 
ſtipulation on their own part, they would 
have been under no obligation to keep the 
law of Moſes. V. II. p. 153. 


7. Bigotry, chains, and cruelty are al- 


ways, and in all places, the certain iſſue 
of uniformity ; which is itſelf of an in- 


famous race; being begot by the craft of 
the Prieſts upon the WI of the 
Laity. V. III. p. 223. 


1 Tyranny can never ſubſiſt 1 


uniformity, nor LIBERTY without SCHISM. 
Ibid. 


9. All articles of faith are a fool; ih at- 
tempt to make the Holy Ghoſt talk intelli- 
gibly. Ib. p. 30. 

10. I heartily thank God that we have 
Diffenters ; and I hope we ſhall never be 


Without them *. , III. p. 223. 


I hope cen are many ſerious Didenters, who will not 
return the compliment; and heartily (hawk © God: that ban bad 


al an apologiſi. 


11. The 
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11. The Prieſts are enemies to atheiſm 


and irreligion, only to diſguiſe and carry on 

mage own deſigns of wealth and power. 
V. II. p. 100, 

12. The abſurdities and ravings of 


thoſe reverend old gentlemen, whom we 


call the Fathers—lIt is hard to ſay whether 
the uncharitableneſs, roguery, or ſtupi- 
dity of theſe old faints appears upper- 


moſt *. Vol. I. p. 44. Nine in ten of 
the decrees of Fathers and Councils are 


ſo fooliſh, ſo incredibly extravagant, that 
it would have been below the dignity of 
an executioner to have burnt them. 


13. Dr. Benjamin Hoadley, the beſt 
| Biſhop, the beſt Proteſtant, and the beſt 


man that ever adorned the mitre,—who 
ſuffered under the rage of a wicked and 
deſpairing faction +. Vol. III. p. 226. 


* Our Author is very little behind in the flowers of his 
rhetoric upon the ſame ſubject. Mr. Le Clerc, a much 
greater admirer of Grotius than he was of @ whole cart-load 


of Fathers.” Occaſ. Rem. part II. p. 64. note. | 

+ Such a commendation, from the pen of ſuch a writer, 
is the ſevereſt ſatire I ever yet met with upon Dr. Benjamin 
| Headley, This man plainly ſaw the iſſue of Dr. Hoadley's 
arguments ; though ſome others, of a much better mean- 
ing, ſcarcely knew what to make of them. I remember 
| well 
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If any reader ſhould think me unjuſt in 
bringing theſe Authors together, I muſt 
beg of him to ſuſpend his judgment till 
he has peruſed the next Chapter.. In the 


mean time, let it be obſerved, that they 


both agree in offering incenſe at the ſhrine 
of Biſhop Hoadley ; both plead for ſuch. 


liberty as riſes to abſolute independence; 
both ſet up the Scripture to confute Creeds 


and A effions ; ; ang, in their We of 


well an dforngios which I hd many years ago, Sen a 
worthy gentleman, who had been a reading man, and was 
in the prime of his life at the date of what was called the 


Bangorian Coniroverſy. He ſaid he had followed Dr. Hoadley 


very attentively in his argument, and found him fo ſpecious 


in the management of it, that he became, for a time, a 
convert to his doctrine. If his principles were right, it 
followed, by neceſſary conſequerce, that men could not be 
called to account in the Church for any of their words or 
actions; Chriſt being the ſole judge i in bis own kingdom, and | 


having appoiated under him no judge upon earth for any 
ſuch purpoſe, When his lordſhip was preſſed with the ab- 


ſurdity of this notion, as contrary to fact, reaſon, and 


Scripture, —— No, replied he, 1 meant only that Chriſt 
had appointed no judge upon earth able to /e into mens con- 


feience This {ſaid my friend) never had or could be made 
a queſtion of : and as I was fully convinced by his own 


words that he had meant otherw! e, and was now driven to 


a groſs evaſion,” 1 gave him up, and never looked 1 into one 
of his en fer euret x | | 


_ painters, 


. 


Painters, they both uſe their utmoſt art 


and ſkill in repreſenting the Church of 
England as a monſter in every limb; with 


this difference, indeed, that the outlines 
drawn by the Independent Whig are 


ſomewhat harder, his colouring ſtronger, 
and his finiſhing not ſo exact. The pub- 
liſhers of that ſcandalous paper ftruck at 
all the foundations of Chriſtianity itſelf, 
under the denominations of High-Churchh 
and Prieſtcraft ; thinking themſelves more 


likely to ſucceed by making the Church 


edious, than by attempting to confute any 
of her doctrines in a ferious manner. 


Thus too the Confeſſionalift, a great advo- 


cate for the Scripture, dares not truſt to 
that for his ſucceſs; but hopes to accom- 
pliſh his purpoſe by aſperſing all the 


leading characters, from the beginning of 


the Reformation, who have ſhewn 2 
friendly aſpect toward our doctrine and 
conſtitution: all of which 1 is as much out 
of the way, and will in the iſſue pro- 
cure him no more credit, than if he had 


found fault with the time ſhewn by a 
watch; and inſtead of comparing it with 


the 
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the time of the heavens, had ſpent all his la- 


bour, wit, and learning, in perſuading peo- 
ple that the caſe is made of baſe metal, 


- How he hath conducted himſelf in the 
execution of this part of his plan, will 


appear in what follows. 


CHAP. IV. 
The Author's Manner and Language in the 


proſecution of his Subject, compared with 
ſome ather Writings againſt the Polity and 


Dotirmes of the Church of Bn 


UR excellent Hooker, having been a 


witneſs to ſome of the earlieſt at- 


tempts that were made to re- reform the 
eſtabliſhed order of this Church and 
State, we ſhall find it uſeful, upon the 
preſent occaſion, to conſider particularly 
how he has repreſented it in the Preface 


to his Books of Ecclęſiaſtical Polity: and 
the reader, I hope, will excuſe the length 
of the following extract; becauſe I have 


ſome very obvious reaſons for not expreſ- 
ting 


(. ann } 


dag Hooters ſenſe in fewer words than his 


Own. 


ple's affections to the cauſe (for ſo ye term 
it) hath been this : firſt, in the hearing 


of the multitude, the faults, eſpecially of | 


higher callings, are ripped up with mar- 
vellous exceeding ſeverity and ſharpneſs 


af reproof ; which being oftentimes done, 
begetteth a great good opinion of inte- 


grity, zeal, and holineſs, to ſuch conſtant 
reprovers of fin, as by likelihood would 
never be ſo much offended at that which 


is evil, unleſs themſelves were aer 


good. — 

The next ig hereunto is, to im- 
pute all faults and corruptions, where- 
with the world aboundeth, unto the 
kind of eccleſiaſtical government eſta- 
bliſhed.— 


« Having gotten thus much ſway i in 
the hearts of men, a third ſtep is, to pro- 
poſe their own form of Church-govern- 
ment, as the only remedy of all evils, 


and to adorn it with all the glorious titles 
that may be. 


% The 


0 The method of winning the peo- 
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c The fourth degree of inducements 
is, by faſhioning the very notions and 
conceits of mens minds in ſuch a ſort, 


that when they read the Scripture, they 


may think that every thing ſoundeth to- 


wards the advancement of that diſcipline, 


and to the utter diſgrace of the contrary. 


Their minds are foreſtalled, and their con- 
ceits perverted before-hand, by being 
taught that the ſceptre, the rod, the 


throne, and the kingdom of Chriſt, are a 


form of government only by Paſtors, El- 


ders, Doctors, and Deacons : that by my = 
ſtical reſemblance, Mount Sion and Feru- 


ſalem are the Churches which admit, Sa- 
maria and Babylon the Churches which 
oppoſe the ſaid form of government.— 


And, in like ſort, they are taught to ap- 


ply all things ſpoken of repairing the 
walls and decayed parts of the city and 
temple of God by Eſuras, Nehemias, and 


the reſt ; as if purpoſely the Holy Ghoſt 


had therein meant to fore- ſignify what 


the Authors of Admonitions to the Par- 
liament, Supplications to the Council, 
Petitions to her Majeſty, and of fuch 

other 


——wʒz2 . 
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other like writs, ſhould either do or ſuffer 


in this their cauſe. 


. From hence they proceed to an hi gher 
point; which is the perſuading of men, 


credulous and over- capable of ſuch plea- 
ſing errors, that it is the ſpecial illumina- 


tion of the Holy Ghoſt, whereby they diſ- 


cern thoſe things in the word, which 


others reading diſcern them not,—Then it 
is inſtilled into their hearts, that the ſame 
ſpirit leading men into this opinion, doth 
thereby ſeal them to be God's children. 


This hath bred high terms of ſeparation . 


between ſuch and the reſt of the world; 


whereby the one ſort are named the bre- 


thren, the godly, and fo forth; the other 


worldlings, time-ſervers, pleaſers of men, 


not of God, with ſuch like. 


« When inſtruction doth them no good, 


let them feel but the leaſt degree of moſt 
mercifully tempered ſeverity, they faſten 
on the head of the Lord's vicegerents here 


on earth, whatſoever they find uttered 


againſt the cruelty of blood-thirity men: 
and to themſelves they draw all the ſen- 
1 tences 
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tences which ſcripture hath in the favour 
of innocency ſuffering for the truth.” _ 
And in the fame preface, he introduces 
ſome of the brethren who had ſeparated 
themſelves from the Church, as remon- 


ftrating to others who remained ſtill in its 


communion, * with what zeal they had 


ever profeſt, that in the Engliſh congre- 


ations, the very publick ſervice of God 


is fraught, as touching matter, with in- 


tolerable pollutions, and as concerning 


form, borrrowed from the ſhop of Anti- 
225 iſt.” 


The ſucceſs which once attended this 
method hath probably been always under- 


ftood as an encouragement to farther tri- 


als: But whether we can account for it or 
not, ſo it has happened, that this ſyſtem 


hath been adopted in moſt of its branches 


by every zealous opponent of the Church 
of England. 


They who are moderately acquainted 
with our ecclefiaſtical hiſtory, know the 


original of theſe unhappy differences. 
And they who are not, have a right to 
me hi 


r es a 
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be informed, that before the Reformation 


could be ſettled in this kingdom, the in- 
tervention of a Popiſh reign obliged many 
of our reforming Divines to ſeek for peace 
and protection in other countries. Some of 

whom having differed among themſelves 
in that forlorn ſtate of independence, and 
imbibed a ſet of foreign prejudices, 


brought them over to their own country 


in the proſperous days of Elizabeth, and 
ſowed the firſt ſeeds of that civil and re- 
ligious diſcord, which it may be whole- 
ſome for every Engliſhman to remember; 
though one would wiſh to have it forgot- 
ten by all the reſt of the world. Our 
Common Prayer Book” faith the pious Dr. 
| Jeremy Taylor, & had the fate of St. Paul; 

for when it had eſcaped the ſtorms of the 
Roman Sea, yet a viper ſprung out of 
| Queen Mary's fires, which at Frankford 
firſt leapt upon the hand of the Church : 

but ſince that time it hath gnawn the 


bowels of its own mother, and given it- 


ſelf life by the death of its parent and 


nurſe. *” In behalf of the firſt Puritans, 


Collect. of Offices, p. 12. | 
12 thus 
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thus much may juſtly be ſaid, that they 
were more properly enemies to the out- 
ward oeconomy of the Church, than to 


its faith and doctrine. But the hands of 
their children have been ſtrengthened of 


late years, and their opinions not a little 


corrupted (as ſome of themſelves know 


and lament) by a freſh party of Arians 


and Deiſis, who have come in as auxili- 


artes*, and have ſo far acted the part of 
Diſſenters as to take advantage of all their 


accuſtomed ways of arguing, to divide 


and diſtrefs the members of the eſtabliſhed 


Church, and overthrow the Goſpel itſelf. 
We cannot fuppoſe that the Author of 


the Confeſſional had deliberately formed 
any intention of imitatin g the method de- 


fcribed by Mr. Hooker ; but may impute 


his accidental application of it, to the 


Writers he has ſtudied, and the cauſe he 
has undertaken; it being natural enough 
that like principles and prejudices ſhould 


ſuggeſt a ſimilitude of argument and ex- 


Of this the reader hath ſeen a famous example in the 


extracts from the Independent M. hi, a paper calculated for 


the advancement of the diſſenting intereſt. 
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preflion ; we are thekefore not at all für- | 


priſed, that he cannot proceed four pages 
in his Preface without the ule of invec- 


tives and bitter reflexions; which are no- 
thing to the merits. of the cauſe, and can 
be of no other uſe in it, but only to in- 
flame the minds of men to farther degrees 


of uncharitableneſs and factious oppoſition. 
Theſe are repeated throughout the courſe 
of the work as frequently as an opportu- 
nity offers; and are every where ſeaſoned 
with marvellous exceeding ſeverity and fharp= 


neſs of reproof. Our worſt enemies will 


ſcarcely deny it, when they find that 
Scribes, Phariſees, Hypocrites, and Chur che 
men are convertible terms“. 
It was the more laudable and generous 
practice of the firſt Puritans, to diſcover 
the real /aults of higher callings, and expoſe 
them unmercifully to the multitade : 
But it is eaſy to diſcern, that the moſt 


unpardonable crime a man can be guilty 


of in the judgement of this writer, is an 
affection to the Church in which he was 
baptiſed. Upon this principle, Arch- 


4 P. 300. 333. = 
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biſhop Bancroft is © the fery Banereft * 
Archbiſhop Laud *© the malicious Laud'; 
Dr. Heylin, © the firebrand Heylin .“ The 

Divines who had a commiſſion to treat 


with the Diſſenters i in the time of Charles 


II. are reflected upon for the ſhare they 


had in the Conference at the Savoy; which 


he hath ſtigmatized as 4 complication of 


fophi try, hypocriſy, and virulence on the 
part of the orthodox, hardly 2 be parallel d 


in Popiſh hiſtory". The word orthodox 


comes in very unſeaſonably upon this oc- 


caſion. The ſubjects of that conference 


were not matters of faith, but of form : 
and the Preſbyterians of that time, whoſe 


cauſe he here takes upon himſelf, would 


have given him ſmall thanks for ſetting 
them i in oppoſition to the orthodox, among 


whom they were pleaſed to reekon them 
ſelves*. The Author hath here owned 
ſomething indirectly, of which they would 


have been aſhamed. However, if any 


reader, upon the ſtrength of this or ſome 


broader hints, ſhould ſuſpect him to be 


—T—T— es a PR Pref. P. 226. Peg p. 29.4 
x See the H. I. of eee printed 1708. p· 203. 
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rather unſound in his perſuafion, ſuch a 
perſon is to be regarded only as @ fly ortho- 
dox brother hanging his ears in a corner *; 
that is, as an inſignificant cur, fitting and 


muſing by the fire-ſide If he ſhould have 


the courage to take up a pen in defence of 


his faith, then he is to be reckoned among 
the champions of error of the moſt pal- 
pable kind —in the firſt ranks of whom 
appear thole who enjoy plentiful emolu- 
ments from the nature and con{truclion of 
the eſtabliſhment ; who are therefore con- 
cerned to defend every thing belonging 
to it, not becauſe it is true, or reaſonable, 
or r7ighteous in itſelf, but becauic it 14 


eſtabliſhed ”.” A very reaſonable and cha- 
ritable inference! But why i is he thus haſty 


to conclude, that they who enjoy plenriful 
emoluments are bound to defend every ting 
in the eſtabliſhment, whether right or 


wrong? This looks as if he and his friends 


P. 318. Pref. p. 4. 
5 m Pref. p. 5. 90 ſpeaks the Ina le pendent Hhig, vol. ili. p. 
253. Who know no reaſon for liking what is eſtabliſhed, 


but purely, becau/+ it is eftabliſhed: and will they not always 


have ſomething very plauſible to urge in favour and detence 


of their Gain ?”? | 
— had 
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had been aiming chiefly at their emo/u- 


ments, While they have ſeemed to be 
pleading againſt their doctrines; and were 
therefore reſolved to underſtand a defence 
of their dofrines as a defence of their emo- 

luments, Or, perhaps, this reflexion may 5 


be thrown out, to diſcourage them from 


defending what he has oppoſed, leſt they 


ſhould be thought mercenary in the eyes 


of the world. But what would he ay, if 
they were to make no defence at all? I 

apprehend, he would be in the foremoft 
ranks of theſe who would impute their ſi- 


lence to a ſenſe of their weakneſs; and 


conclude they faid nothing, only becauſe ' 


they had nothing to ſay. If their Faith is 


received from the Scripture and the pureſt 
ages of the primitive Church, it is a prin- 


cipal part of their duty to contend earneſtly 


tor it againſt the diſpaters of this world: 


which if they ſhould fail to do, he might 


then fall upon their characters with ſome 


ſhew of juſtice, and argue in plain terms, 
that they ought no longer to receive the wa- 
ges, becauſe they had ceaſed to do the work. 
The Prophet compares ſuch careleſs guar- 

dang 


in 
dians of the flock to dumb dogs that can- 
not bark*:; and though the wolf will be 
ſure to like them never the better for their 
vigilance, and impute it all to ſelf-intereſt, 
or any other diſhonourable motive, yet I 
hope they will always think Hat filence, 
which argues a want of fidelity to the 
Maſter of whoſe bread they are eating, 
the greater reproach of the two. 
The childiſh topics from which theſe 
champions reaſon, are publick authority, 
long poſſeſſion, the concurrence of the 
majority, the danger fo public peace from 
attempts to innovate";” and ſuch like. I 
do not ſtay here to refute all theſe accuſa- 
tions: firſt, becauſe many of them belong 
to a certain claſs of arguments which the 
injured are not always bound to anſwer; 
and for which, I would adviſe the Author 
to conſider ſeriouſly, whether he may not 
one day be obliged toanſwer us. Secondly, 
| becauſe they are only introduced as a ſpe- 
cimen, to exemplify the firſt ſtep in his me- 
thod of reaſoning. 
* Iſa, lvi. 10. „ id. 
. The 
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The men of Mr. Hooker's days having 


ripped up the faults of higher callings, pro- 
ceeded next to impute them all to the 


kind of Eccleſiaſtical government eſta- 


bliſhed. And if we aſk the Author, 


whence all this zrreaſorableneſs, and un- 
righteouſueſs, and hypocriſy, and virulence 


ariſes; he readily accounts for it from the 
doctrine and diſcipline now eſtabliſhed: 
which being eſtabliſhed, muſt be defend- 


ed; and being pa/pably erroneous, is never 
to be upheld by the writers of the Church, 
but at the expence of truth, reaſon, and 


morality. 


It follows therefore, that the natural 
remedy is the removal of thoſe articles 


and forms which have been the ſources 


of all theſe evils. Then would a golden 


age of Truth, Peace, and Proſperity re- 
turn once more to the world! And he is 
ſo filled with enthufiaſm at the proſpect, 


as to aſſume the air of a prophet, predict- 


ing that this viſionary ſcene will one day 
be realized ; when * the hearts and un- 


derſtandings of Paſtors and People ſhall 
- be. 


J 
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be opened as of one man, and prepared to 


receive thoſe 7ruths*, which at preſent 
are confined to the breaſts of a few?.” 
As the Puritans were ingenious in ac- 


 commodating to their new diſcipline the 


_ prophecies and hiſtories of the Scripture; 


even ſo would he alſo perſuade us, that 
 Chrift and his Apoſtles were zealous for 


that ſame ſpecies of reformation which 
he hath laboured to recommend” : that 


the forms and fences of the Church which 
he hath attempted to overthrow, are 
«« certain ſtrong holds and partition walls, 


which it was the deſign of the Goſpel to 


throw down and to level ;“ (whence it 


follows, that we are Heathens or Jews :} 


that the kingdom of Chriſt is ſet up when 
eſtabliſhments are pulled down : that the 
true Chriſtian /iberty, of which ſuch glo- 


rious things are ſpoken in the Goſpel, is 
a ſtate of freedom from Creeds, Articles, 
and Subſcriptions ; which are bonds, yokes, 
and beggarly elements, diſagr cable to the 


* Revealed to us in the ſyſtems of Socinus and Biſhop 
ang. P.. P. 229, 300. + P. 171. 
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'A ſpirit and deſign of Chriſtianity &: that it is 3 
| tyrannical and Popiſh to lead men, but A 
1 pious and glorious to mi/lead them. J 
The adverſaries of Mr. Hooker made 3. 
ſuch wonderful diſcoveries in the Scrip- 7 0 

ture, as they pretended, by the ſpecial 78 

illumination of the Holy Ghoſt, That C 

the parallel is exact in this article, I ; 

would not be thought to infinuate: the 1 


writer of the Conſeſſianal ſeeming rather ? 
to refer the great diſcoveries of himſelf Z 
and his friends to a ſuperior degree of 1 
reaſon and common ſenſe than to the | 
aids and aſſiſtances of Divine Grace; and / 
hath inſerted it in the claſs of his princi- | a 
ples, that Je, Chrift hath reſtored men to J 
the privilege of working out their own Fal- 
vation by their own e e and en- 
deavours |. But though the principle may 
be different, the high terms of diſtinction 
which are bred by it are nearly the ſame: 
whereby on the one {ide are found © the 
united powers of piety, truth, and com- 
mon ſenſe": on the other ignerance, inde» 


Man. Me pond as 2 


E Pref, p. xxii. + See Conf. p. 1. * Pref, p. 10. 
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ence *, profligate ſecularity*, and the idolatry 
of lucre*. The one ſort are honeft and ſen- 


Able Chiriſtians; knowing and thinking Chris- 


tians —regſonable men and conſiſtent Pro- 


teſtants—ſerious and judicious men +—will= 


ing and capable of examining things with- 
out partiality and without hypocriſy. The 


other ſort have had their character al- 


ready; being b:gors, partial and prejudiced 
retainers to Church power ", ſtarving Inquiſi- 


tors t, champions of public error of the moſt 
palpable kind; from the addle- headed Dr. 
Webſter*, to the miſerable and ridiculous ſo- 


Pliiſt Dr. Waterland”, and ſo on to the fire- 
brand Heylen, the factions Laud, and the 
fiery Bancroft ! 

At the reading of theſe has, FER 
will probably be ſo unjuſt, as to ſuppoſe 


the Author wholly made up of combuſti- 


bles, and that he can breathe out no other 
language than that of perſecution. But 


this happens only when his face 1s ſet 


againſt the Reante of the Church. IIis 


« P. „ 7 Pref;-p; 72. P. 335. 8 P. 25. 


+ Pref. p. 18. and 19, „P. 173, f Pref; p. 17. | 


2. 34% f. 183 | 
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words are as ſmooth as oil when he 


9 | cellent a perſon, ſo wiſe and fo g oo a man "3 


venerable Biſhop of Wincheſter *. He is 
indeed ſo ſubject to be turned about by 
the influences of a party-ſpirit, that you 
will find him praiſing and vilifying the 


ſuit his purpoſe. Dr. Rogers, the chap- 
upon the Articles in 1663, drops an ex- 


to avail himſelf, and upon this occaſion 
honours him with the appellation of 
« Honeſt old Rogers*.” But in another 
place, he is metamorphoſed on a ſudden 
into © Thomas Rogers—who extols the 


: the moſt abject ſpeophantry®. ” 


— 


ence with the common people, were thoſe 
of Popery and Perſecution. And here the 
af 225. Pie . ai 
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1 meets with the puritanical Abbot, ſo ex- 


| 1 or the worthy Biſhop of Cloghier or the 


ſame individual perſon, as it happens to 
it lain of Archbiſhop Bancroft, who wrote 
| 


preſſion, of which the Author endeavours 


Biſhops, and reviles the Puritans with 
The two remaining topics from which 


the Puritans argued, and upon which 
they chiefly depended for all their influ- 


Author 


- 3 
Author keeps equal pace with them. His 
favourite common- place is the reſemblance 


between the two Churches of Rome and 


England x. By his account, we have ſome 
doctrines of Popiſh original; we have 
others which naturally lead to Popery; 


and have nothing to plead in favour of the 


eſtabliſnment, which will not equally 


juſtify all the Romiſh errors, and even the 


Inquiſition of Portugal itſelf. 


Every ſubſcribing Member of the 
Church of England is affirmed to be in a 
train which ould lead them with equal ſe- 


curity to acquieſce in the genuine impoſitions 
of Popery*: That is, a train which leads 


them to ſubſcribe doctrines that may 3e 


proved by moſt certain warrants of Holy 


Scripture, will lead them to ſubſcribe 


the worſhip of Saints and Images, the 
vicarial power of the Pope, tranſubſtan- 


tiation, indulgences, &c. Therefore theſe, 


in the Author's opinion, may be proved 
by the Scripture as well as ours. To ſuch 
a length of abſurdity will a man's wrath 
carry him, when he is determined to make 
» gee p. $7. Note 7 & alibi pa, © Pref. p. 72. 
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the beſt of an 3 cauſe! He 


will clean the ſtreets of the Papiſts with 7 
bis own hands, rather than be in want of th 
ſome dirt to caſt at his brethren of the m. 
Church of England! He brings it as a ge- 5 #E 
neral charge againſt the Clergy of this bo 
Church, that none of them know how _ th; 
to confute Popery; thieir diſcourſes on the do 
ſubject are ſuperficial—and they omit t he | to 
MASTER ARGUMENT againſt Popery *. Eh 
Here the Author 1s pretending to great ha 
things, and, like other pretenders, affects Po 
an air of depth and myſtery: for he is not we 
kind enough to tell us what this argu- th; 
ment is. It may, however, be conjec- un 
| tured from the ſpirit of his Book, that if cot 
we would confute Popery in a maſterly pre 
way, we muſt firſt confute our own vie 
Church: and, I believe, if we humour his 
him thus far, he will truſt us for the reſt, | ve 
By the Papiſts we are ad moniſhed, = - Po 
that we can never maintain ourſelves glv 
againſt the diſorder of the Sectaries, un- Bt 
leſs we admit of the Pope's infallibility : " 
as the Maſter Argument : By the Son of x 
2 = 


Pref. Fr $5 ” 
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liberty we are inſtructed on the other lands 


that unleſs we preach down the eſtabliſh- 


ment, we ſhall never be able to keep out 


Popery. It being impracticable to pleaſe 


both theſe adviſers at once, will it not be 


the wiſeſt way to argue as we have hitherto 


done, and not to offer any direct affront 
to either, by taking the other's counſel? 
Such principles as theſe of the Confe/fonal 
have made very few, if any, converts from 
Popery; and its Prieſts need not with for 


any circumſtance more promiſing, than 


that of ſeeing the people of this Church 
univerſally inclining to his opinion. The 


confuſion that muſt neceſſarily ariſe if. his 
project were to take place, would ſoon 
yield them pl plentiful harveſt. Beſides, 
his accuſation of the Clergy, as if they 


were already generally indifferent about 


5 Popery, or even well inclined to it, muſt 
give encouragement to popiſh emifſſaries, 


if they will be weak enough to believe his | 


reports. 
As he hath Peel ſo free in cenſuring 


the Clergy for their ſuperficial diſcourſes, 
and is himſelf fo accurate and ma/terly in 


* his 
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his confutation of Popery; he will give 


me leave, before I quit this topic, to 


preſent the publick with ſome of his own 
ſentiments upon the ſubject. He com- 
plains of the unwearied endeavours of 


treacherous Prieſts to pervert his Ma- 


jeſty's proteſtant ſubjects to their intole- 


rant ſuperſtition: but allows, in the very 


next page, that their notions of the reli- 
gious kind, 
purgatory, ſaint-worſhip, relics, maſſes for 
the dead, penances, and other articles, have 


no immediate ill effects upon civil ſaciety . 


He has diſcovered that their ſuperſtition is 


intolerant; that is, it will bear no con- 


tradition; it perſecutes, impriſons, tor- 


tures and burns the members of ſociety, 
for oppoſing it. And what is this ſuper- 
ſtition? It is the belief of tranſubſtantia- 
tion, purgatory, fſaint- worſhip, relics, 
maſſes for the dead, penances, and other 
articles, which have no immediate ill effe# 


pon civil ſociety. Did this gentleman ne- 


ver hear of the bloody act of fix articles, 
upon which Henry the eighth, burnt his 
+ Pref. p. 68, 69. | 8 


ſuch as 7ranfſubſtantiation, 


4 ſub⸗- 


@ 137 5 
ſubjects for denying tranſ? e gantiatian * 


Why did Queen Mary drive ſo many mar- 


tyrs to the Rake? and to what ſhall we 


impute all the diſturbances that have 
happened in France, ſuch as regicides, 


proſcriptions, murders, and maſlacres, but 
to theſe controverſies of the religious hind? 


He proſeſſes a particular averſion to the 


ſpirit of ntolerancy ; though (by the way) 5 


he hath diſcovered as much of it in him- 
ſelf, as it is poſſible for any man to diſ- 


cover with his pen (and God forbid he 


ſhould ever have the direction of any 


other weapon!) but happening not to ice 


the connexion between H and the /uper- 


flition from which it ariſes, he exclaims 
furiouſly againſt the effect, and leaves the 


” 


cauſe out of the queſtion. Whereas, it 
the religious faperſtition of the Church of 


Rome were once reformed, het ſpirit of 


intolerancy would preſently abate, and 
civil ſociety would ſoon have leſs reaſon to 


complain of her practices. For when a 


man is ſenſible that the truth is with him, 


he may poſſeſs his own ſoul in patience, 


See $73p:'s Mem. Book I. chap. 49. | 
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though he ſees other people ſtrongly de- 
luded; and hath no more reaſon to be 
provoked with them for their misfortune, 
than with a miſerable object who hath 
loſt his ſight, or broke one of his legs. 
But error depends only upon violence for 
its ſupport; when it is tried, it is eaſily 
enraged, becauſe it is ſenſible of its weak- 
neſs; and hence men are generally inclt- 
ned to perſecute others, as. they them- 
ſelves are more or leſs miltaken. Expe- 
rience hath rarely failed to confirm this 
obſervation. Heathens, under their own 
religious differences, could be civil to one 
another, becauſe they were all upon an 
equal footing in point of evidence and au- 
thority. The Romans made no ſcruple of 
tolerating the ſuperſtition of their neigh- 
bours: they adopted the %s and Serapis 
of the Egyptians into the number of their 
deities; and, probably, had charitable 
ſentiments of their Cats, Beetles, and 
Oni9ns: but at the ſame time hated and 
vilifed the 7 Jews, who had the knowledge 
of the true God: and when the Chri/tians 
appeared. with truth, and reaſon, and facts 
invin- 


C1935] 


Invincible on their ſide, had recourſe to 
fire and ſword throughout the world, for 


want of better arguments. But the Chriſ- 
tians themſelves, in their ſtate of purity, 
were never guilty of moleſting any fort of 


people, or meddling with the affairs of 


civil ſociety : though this writer, with a 


view of ipotigizlng for the factious ten- 
dency of his own work, ſtrives very hard 


to make Chriſt and his Apoſtles account- 
able for all thoſe flruggles and tumults, 
which, he ſays, were occaſioned by attempt- 


ing to introduce the king ſhip of Feſiis x. and 


18 pleaſed to inſtruct us, that our Lord 
would certainiy have preſcribed other mea- 
fures, had theſe been unjuſtifiable. As if 
he had preſcribed all thoſe ſtruggles and tu- 


mults of unbelieving Jews and Heathens, 


as neceſſary to introduce the Goſpel, which 
were actually raiſed only with a defign to 


keep it out; and cannot be imputed to the 
Apoſtles or to the Goſpel, but only to 


the blind zeal and fury of its adverſaries, 


whom no ſenfible Chriſtian did ever ſup- 


pole to have acted in this matter by a di- 


3; 312. 
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vine preſcription. They found me, faith the 
Apoſtle, purified in the Temple, neither 
with multitude nor with tumult, Acts xxiv. 


18. No: where the ignorance, the error, 
and the bigotry is, there will the tumult 


be: unleſs we ſhould argue, like Tertullus 
the orator, in behalf of the © JeWs, that 
Paul was a mover of ſedition, and was 


guilty of all thoſe zumu/ts, in which he 


was paſlive, and they themſelves were the 
only actors. | 
Upon the whole, I believe thete Yan, 


ſeldom been any error of the religious 


kind, w hich was without ſome ill influ- 
ence upon the order of a common wealth; 


to ſay therefore, that the Papiſts are mis- 
taken in their religious opinions, is but to. 


affirm in other words, that they are the 
diſturbers of civil ſociety. Our author, 


who ſuppoſes any of the errors of popery 
to be without this ill effect, goes contrary 
to reaſon and fat; and contrary to his 
own opinion in other caſes. The Church, 


of England, as he i imagines, hath its reli- 


gious errors of the moſt palpable kind. 
| Theſe errors, in his opinion, lead directly 
to 


us. - 


(133) 
to teſts and ſubſcriptions, NOISE are ſub- 


verſive of the civil rights of mankind. He 
takes occaſion alſo to inform us, how 


the Calviniſis certainly inferred the law 
fulneſs of reſiſting wicked and unrighteous 


princes, from their theological doctrines 
of Election and Grace :“ though the 
connexion between theſe principles and 
the inference is not very eaſy to be under- 


ſtood. In a word, he «6 knows ot" of any | 
truth or error of the religious kind, that 
| could be called merely ſpeculative t:“ and 5 


+ Fg 


can ſee how civil ſociety is affected by all 
doctrines and all errors, except the above- 
mentioned errors of popery. Therefore, 
kilful as he is in the invention and uſe of 
maſter arguments, he ſhall never teach me 
how to preach againſt popery, till I want 
to give Proteſtants a better opinion of ith. 
x 1 P. 251. 1. F. 311. 
In the Occaſional Remarks, Part J. p. ol, ke ſneers at 


the Letter-qwriter as a man not fit to be argued with, a pre- 


tended Jefender of a proteſtant Church, becauſe he either is or 
pretends to be ignorant of the maſſer argument agaialt po- 


pery. But 8 at p. 138 of the 2d. part, when he had 


a little more time to look for it, he ſays I can but 35 
what the MASTER ARGUMENT againlt popery, alluded to 
by the Author of the Preface, may be.“ Such are the un- 
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The parallel which was laid down to- 
ward the beginning of this chapter re- 


quires me now to conſider ſome of his 


reflexions upon perſecution; the odium of 


which he endeavours, as often as he can, 


to faſten upon his ſuperiors, both evil 


and eccleſiaſtical; and, in this particular, 
| doth ſtrictly follow the puritanical ſyſtem 
of oppoſition deſcribed by Mr. Hooker. 


He complains, that © the Clergy. of 


Proteſtant eſtabliſhments have been 2 


tected i in their oppoſition to innovations“ 


f (that ! is, in their defence againſt the oppoſi- 
tion of innovators} © by the higher pow- 


ers, as well as Monks and Augurs*,” It 


is an hackneyed artifice to couple good 


and bad things together, that both may 
appear equally odious. The religion of 


Monks was idolatrous; and the religion 


of Augurs was diabolical: if any man can 
delight himſelf with placing the Clergy of 
Proteſtant eſtabl, iſhments_ in ſuch company, 
it will icarcely be worth our while to in- 


happy fluctuations of writers who are determined to confute | 


the Church, and have no principles to Weben with. 


107 Pref. P. 14. | 5 
terrupt 


K 


terrupt his amuſement. The caſts, how- 


ever, ſo far as the higher powers are cön- 
cerned, ought to be diſtinguiſhed. Fhe 


religion of Monks and Augurs was inde- 
fenſible, either with or without the pro- 
tection of the higher powers: but the fe- 


ligion of Proteſtant eſtabliſhments may be 
55 generally defended by Scripture and rea- 


ſon, though all the powers of the earth 


were in a confederacy to aboliſh it. There- 


fore the intrinſic merits of any religion 
are independent of the higher powers; 


Who, in different ages, have taken both 
fides of the fame queſtion. But then 
Monks and Augurs, through their intereſt 
with the higher powers, could ſtir up 
perſecutions againſt innovators, Who 
would have corrected their ſuperſtition by 
the introduction of ſome beneficial truth : 
and the Clergy of Proteſtant eftabliſh- 
ments, by the report of the Confeffi onal, 


have ſucceeded in the ſame way. But here 


the parallel will not hold, for two rea- 
ſons; firſt, becauſe Chriſtianity is a bet- 
ter thing than the religion of Heathens, 
and more worthy of every kind of protec- 
tion : 


(35 5 
tion: whereas it doth not appear that the 
 Calviniſtical forms are in any reſpect better 
than the Epiſcopal; or that the hereſy of 
Arius would be any improvement upon 
the Creeds. Secondly, becauſe the ſame 
fpecies of protection is not common to 
both caſes: for the higher powers pro- 
tected Monks and Augurs by leading their 
opponents to the ſtake, boring their eyes 
out of their heads, and tearing their fleſh 
from their bones with red-hot pincers. 
But the Clergy of Proteſtant eſtabliſh- 
ments, at leaſt of this Proteſtant eſtabliſh-_ 
ment, deſire no more than protection to 
themſelves, without perſecution to their 
adverſaries. If any of them did ever ex- 
pect more, it was in an age when rigour 
was more generally adopted as the go- 
verning principle of all parties; or when 
religious error hath been attended with 
| ſome practices againſt the ſtate; by which 
every cate of this fort is very much al- 
tered: for then the cauſe is properly of 
civil concern; and the protection of tha 
Church becomes the ſame thing with the 
ſecurity of the emen 


We 
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We ſee here, how artfully, by a turn of 


his pen, he has transformed the defence 


made by the Clergy of Proteſtant eſtabliſh- 


ments into an tion; as if the quarrel 


was always ſtarted on their part. By ano- 
ther figure of oratory, he improves bare 


negle& (perhaps, not ſo much) into ace 
tual perſecution. © A man,” in his judg- 
ment, ** mult be in a very uncommon fi- 


tuation, as well as of an uncommon ſpirit, 


even 1n this land of liberty, who is bold 


enough to undertake the patronage of a 


cauſe, to which ſo many, at different pe- 


riods, have fallen martyrs. Not always, 
indeed, by fire and ſœord, but by what 
kills as ſurely—hunger and nakedneſs +.” 


This is a lamentable picture of martyr- 


dom, but it is little more than a viſion: 


for ſome of the Authors chief martyrs 


have dicd in peace upon the beſt prefer- 
ments in the Church ; and, during the {tate 


of their earthly pilgrimage, found a 


Biſhoprick, or a Maſterſhip, or one of the 


higher ReRories, a very comfortable pro- 


tection againſt He and nakedneſs, If 
I Pref. p. 16, 17 


any 
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0 
any foreigner were to read this lamenta- 
tion, and underſtand it according to the 
letter, he muſt of courſe think it no un- 
common fight to meet Confeſſors againſt 
the Te and the Creeds walking about the 
ſtreets of London without ſhoes or ſtock- 
ings, under all the miſery and contempt 
of Chriſtian ſlaves in the ſtates of Barbary! 
But ſuch a perſon ought to be told, that 
party-language, in this country, hath 
flights, figures, and phraſes, enough to 
furniſh out a tropological Dictionary: and 
that a man is ſaid to be hungry and naked, . 
when he cannot threaten his ſuperiors 
into a good opinion of himſelf, or get a 
ſeat in the Houſe of Lords; or drive thoſe 
out of the houſe, who are already in it. 
Thus again, when a controverſial ad- 
venturer of the reforming tribe exclaims 
_ againſt mnguiftions, racks, and rorturess 
nothing more is to be underſtood by theſe 
terms, than that ſomebody hath written 
againſt him, and contradicted him. The 
Author of the Confeſſional, in his Occaſional 
Remarks upon the Three Letters, ſuſpecting 
. his principles cannot be upheld by 
evi- 
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evidence and argument againſt a writer fo 
well furniſhed; has recourſe, as before, to 
this low threadbare expedient of dreſſing 
up his anſwerer in the garb of an mngu/i- 


tor, inveſted with the powers of the holy 


office; and puts ſuch a ſpeech into his 
mouth as would be addreſſed to himſelf, 
if he were called to an account under 
ground ; in a dungeon at Liſbon *. 

I never heard that any man did himſelf 
or his party much good by theſe dreadful 


complaints of perſecution; and the reaſon 
is plain enough: becauſe thoſe real mar- 


tyrs, who ſuffered for the truth, and re- 


ceived nothing but evil in return for their 
good works, took it all with patience; | 


ſubmitting themſelves to the will of God, 
without whoſe permititon no perſecutor 


could have power to hurt them, and em 


ploying their laſt breath in devout expreſ- 
ſions of reſignation and forgiveneſs. But 
pretended martyrs to falſchood and ſedi- 


tion can find no relief, but in giving vent 


to all the uncharitable paſſions, when 


pride, felf-deceit, or enthuſiaſm, hath 


% Occ: Rem. E, II. p. 12, 13. 
drawn 
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drawn them into a ſnare. When the 
ſtraying ſheep is brought back to the fold; 


ſpoiled of its fleece, or even led out to the 


laughter, it is ſilent and unreſiſting: but 
there is another animal of a different ſpi- 
rit, which will neither be led nor driven; 
and againſt which, if a man doth but 


hold up his finger, it is inſtantly torment- 


ed with the blackeſt apprehenſions, and 
fills the air with its outcries. 

After ſo many ſevere reflexions upon 
every degree of literal or figurative perſe- 


cution, it might be imagined that the 


Author diflikes perſecution in every ſhape, 


and hath a general tenderneſs for the in- 


tereſts of the human ſpeces: but perſęcu- 
tion is a terrible thing, only when a man 


dares to ſpeak, write, or act againſt the ins 
tereſts of the Confeſſional, Then hunger 
and nakedneſs, whips, ſcour ges, and all the 
implements of the holy office are ſet be- 


fore the reader, to inſpire him with a pi- 


ous zeal againſt ingui/torial remarkers and 


letter-writers. But if perſecution operates 
ever ſo ſharply, in its literal ſenſe againſt 
the objects of his own averſion, he has 

then 
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then no fault to find with it.“ Laud and 
his fellows,” as he will have it, were go- 
ing to introduce popery conſequentially at 
a back door by means of the Arminian 
doctrines, but were ſeaſonably App din their 
career ꝶg. that is, Laud himſelf had his 
head chopped off before the rabble upon 
a ſcaffold, many of his fellows were wor- 
ried out of their lives without mercy and 
without law; and thoſe who were more 
gently dealt with (as Durel expreſſes it) 
were only plundered, turned out of their liv- 
ings, or impriſoned}. But all this, as TY 
ſtands in the Confeſſional, was a ſeaſonable 
ſtoppage ! becauſe popery was going to be 
introducgd bya writer, whoſe work againſt 
the Papiſts is as ſolid, extenſive, and un- 
anſwerable as any the Reformation hath to 
boaſt of. Sir Edward Dering, a great ene- 
my to Archbiſhop Laud, was ſo juſt as to 
confeſs, that in his book againſt F/ber, 
he had muzzled the Jeſuit, and would 
ſtrike the Papiſts under the fifth rib, when 


P. 254. 
I Durel's View of the Reformed Churches beyond the 
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he was dead and gone; and being dead; 
wherever. his grave ſhould be, Paul's r 
would be his perpetual monument, and 1 
his own book his epitaph 9 
Di ring's Collection of Speeches, p. 5. The Copfeſſion- b 
aliſt, who cannot be content without beheading the memory a 
of Archbiſhop Laud, follows the 1:4ep ndent Whig: who is 
for ever railing at Laud and his brethren, —Laud aud his 
fation—Laud a hot Leas ded mont, &c. Vol. III. p. 282, 283. | A 


And ſpeaking of Laud, and Biſhop Cos, and others like . 
them, he obſerves, the beſt apology that can be made 


for them is that they were Hark mad.” p. 262. What apd- 2 
logy then will be left for thoſe, whoſe wiſdom, religion, 0 
and juſtice, required them to cut off the head of a madman ? | ſe 
When a man's malice is too much inflamed, it gets the. _ 
better of his cunning, Por if Archbiſhop Laud was black 1 n 
enough in his life time, there is no occaſion to blacken him A 
after his death: and the practice is ſo unneceſlary, abſurd, 2 t! 
and cruel, that if I heard a man bawling againſt a felon | | 
formerly convicted at the Old Bailey, and keeping up the * 
noiſe for twenty years after his execution, I ſhould never be IS 
able to account for it, but by ſuppoling that this man was re 
conſcious of the other's innocence, and afraid leſt the guilt 3 
ſhould be juſtly transferred from the ſufferer to his accuſers | th 
and judges. 'The inflammatory names beſtowed on Church- M0 
men by the predeceſſors of the Confeſſional and the Inde- 3 
pendent Whig, were ſuch as theſe— Be. Ixel ub of Canterbuiy, gr” 
mon/trous Antichriſtian, Pope, moſt bloody oppoſir of God's | fra 
_ ſaints, vile and curſed tyrant ; all this was ſor the metropoli- Wwe 
tan: the reſt of che Biſhops were 7ucarnate devils, Biſhops of da 
the Devil, tnemie of God; and the inferior Clergy were | N of 


poprſh Priefls, hogs, wolves, greedy digi to fill their paunches, 
4 curſed murthring generation. This reforming rhetoric: is 
extracted 


1 
Our author having judged i in this man- 


ner; and being now of opinion that“ the 
Church of England till is, though by de- 
grees imperceptible to vulgar eyes, edging 
back once more towards popery *; 83 
and ſome of his com- plotters may think 


themſelves obliged in conſcience to effect 


another ſeaſonable ſtoppage. But we hope 


they do not intend to purſue the ſame 


methods as before, becauſe they were un- 


chriſtian, and affixed no ſmall degree of 
ſcandal and infamy upon the Proteſtant 


name. If the author's imagination hath 


flattered him into an expectation of ſeeing 


| thoſe times return upon us, it is like he 


will be diſappointed. For the ſectaries, 


to whom he hath taken ſo much pains to 


recommend himſelf, are not ſuch now as 
they were formerly. Their ſeparation 
| hath given them an alliance with men 


extracted from a book intitled the Midenn N. 0 5 of Enthu- 


fraſm, which conſiſts chiefly of a ſeries of facts, ſuch as J 
' would recommend to the conſideration of thoſe who are in 
danger of being impoſed upon by ſome of the pretenſions 
| of this age. Printed for Oæoen, in Fleet-freet, 1757, 

2 Con! feſſ. il id, 
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not much inclined to any of the forms or 


doctrines of Chriſtianity; and, it We 
except the Methodiſts (to whom he hath 


_ alſo paid his compliments F) they are ſvp- 


poſed to retain in general but little more 
than the vapid remains of that religious 


zeal which inſpired them with violence 
in the days of Charles and Elizabeth: 
neither is it probable, that their 85 
| ſhould be revived by his writings; 1 
which there appears ſo ſtrong a dilaffee- 


tion for the diſtinguiſhing articles of our 


common faith, with an inclination ra— 


ther to diſpute every thing than believe 


any thing. To this it may be added, 
upon his own authority, that as there is 
at preſent no tendency toward popery in 
the higher or lower orders of the Church, 


but ſuch as is imperceptible 70 vulgar eyes; 5 


a ſtoppage at this time would not be 

feaſenable. For the benefit of more learned 

eyes, he hath invented a very ingenious 

hypotheſis, with a little of Mr. Bayle's 

aſſiſtance, by which he is able at any time 
+ Occai, Rem, P. II. p. 25. 123. 5 

| tg 
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a Calviniſt, either now is, or very ſoon 


to demonſtrate, that the man who is not 


will be, a papiſt. But as this hypotheſis. 
hath been contradicted by experiment for 


two hundred years, in this and other re- 


fornied Churches of Europe, it is not to 


be apprehended that he will gain many 


proſelytes by the uſe of it. 


I have now given a ſhort view of thoſe. 


popular topics, to which a very conſider- 


able part of the Confeſſional may be re- 


duced, and which the author never loſes 
ſight of throughout the whole courſe of 
his work. Nothing more need be added 


at preſent, but a word or two of appeal 


charity*, for him to ſneer at; or that I 


ſhall preſume to offer him any g good ad- 


vice, which he would fling back in my 


to the Author himſelf: not that I am 
about to make any ſanctiſied pretenſions to 


face with ſome ill names at the end of it: 


my deſign being only to apply . ta 


his common ſenſe. 


* Occal, 3 p. II. p. 25. 


La V 


Es 
By reforming the Church then, ] ſup-. 
poſe he means altering it for the better < 


and he will hardly deny me the liberty 
of underſtanding the word in this ſenſe, 


But let me aſk him: is it credible that a 


writer, who hath treated the Church, and 


all that relates to ts with ſuch outrage- 


cous contempt and averſion, can poſſibly 
intend to do it any good, either of the 


moral, religious, or œconomical kind? 


The tendency of his work ought to 


have appeared in the ſpirit of it: and if 


his ſentiments are capable of any appli- 
cation for the benefit of religion, he is 


much to blame for propoſing them in ſo 
ſuſpicious a form. Deiſts and reprobates 


rail at the Church and the Clergy, not 


becauſe they wiſh to ſee either of them 


better than they are; but becauſe they 


abhor Chriſtianity itſelf, and would be 
glad to render it contemptible, by aflault- 


ing it indirectly through the perſons of 


its miniſters, and the forms of its eſta- 


bliſhment. 1 any. writer argues with 


their temper and ſpirit, every impartial 
reader 
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reader will naturally ſuppoſe him to be 
actuated by their-motives and principles. 
Such an orator may eaſily know how the 
publick will judge of him, if he will 
but bring the caſe home to himſelf. 
Let him imagine then, that a phyſician 
had exhauſted his breath and his elo- 
quence in deſcribing the Author of the 
Confeſſional as a monſter made up of 
palpable error, pride, folly, avarice, cun- 
ning, cruelty, and hypocriſy; and could 
never mention his name without affix- 
ing to it ſome vilifying epithet, and pro- 
nouncing him abſolutely unfit to live 
any longer in the world: now if this 
| ſame phyſician, without being called in, 
ſhould preſently inſiſt upon preſcribing 
an alterative to mend the Author's con- 
ſtitution; what would he think of it? 
Indeed, what could he think, but that 
he was going to be poiſoned? And who | 
could be offended with him for appre- 
hending the worſt? eſpecially if the of- 
| ficious doctor had ſollicited the higher 
powers... that the patient might be com- 
pelled, 


7 
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pelled, in defiance of the common prin- 
ciples of liberty, together with the moſt 

ſacred rights of Engliſhmen, to ſwallow 

the preſcription by a publick order from 

the hoard of health, and deſtroy himſelf 

with his eyes open. 
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